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tion of California, relative to the merchant marine—to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, resolution of Manufacturers and Producers’ Association
of California, relative to the metric system—to the Committee on
Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

By Mr. NE : Resolutions of Caleb Marker Post, No. 646, of
New Paris, Ohio; Al. Mason Post, No. 588, of Miamisburg, Ohio;
Hiram Strong Post, No. 79, of Dayton, Ohio; Harrison ight
Post, No, 497, of Gratis, Ohio; Reese Mitchell Post, No, 861, of
Camden, Ohio; Veteran Post No. 5, of National Military Home,
Ohio; Wetzel-Compton Post, No. 96, of Hamilton, Ohio; Duster
Post, No. 446, cf Dayton, Ohio, and The Old Guard Post, No. 23,
of Dayton, Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the

of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid

ions,
By Mr. PORTER: Papers to accom?any bill H. R. 10925, di-,

recting the issne of a check in lien of lost check drawn in favor
of the Pitisburg Shear, Knife, and Machine Company—to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of La Due & Carmer,
of Auburn, Ind., in favor of increasing powers of the Interstate
- Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For-

Commerce, :

y Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Buffalo Lumber Exchange,
in favor of enlarging powersof the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolution of Champlain Post,
No. 29, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan,
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. WACHTER: Petitions of John C. Thomas and 30 others,
Rev. C. T. House and 16 others, William E. Curley and 24 others,
H. C. Risner and 20 others, John W. Dorsey and 20 others, and
Delmer W. Lander and 20 others, all of Baltimore, Md., in favor
of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Also, resolution of the Providence (R.I.) Chamber of Com-
merce, relative to the completion of the Point Judith harbor of
refuge—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Resolntions of James Mayes
Post, No. 480, of Mount Erie, Ill., and Z. B. Lee Post, No. 692, of
Orchardville, I11., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a serv-
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of J. B. McGregorand 87 others,
of Pennsboro, W. Va., in favor of the famge of the Hepburn-
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary,

N SENATE.
THURSDAY, January 28, 1904.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. BURROWS, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

Th:d. PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap-
prov

JUDGMENTS IN INDIAN DEPREDATION CASES.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu-

nication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to

* a resolution of the 25th instant, a list of all judgments rendered

by the Court of Claims in Indian depredation cases since Decem-

ber 5, 1903; which, with the aocompanyiﬁ paper, was referred to
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.
INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF HYGIENE AND DEMOGRAPHY.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of State, requesting authority to
extend to the Twelfth International Congress of Hygiene and
Demography a formal invitation to hold the thirteenth congress
at the city of Washington in 1909; which, with the accompanying
papers, was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and
ordered to be printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. W. J.
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate: -

A bill (H. R. 7287) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the
Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw,
Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephen’s me-
ridian; and

AUTHENTICATED
GPO

A bill (H. R. 7288) to anthorize the Mobile and West Alabama
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the
Black Warrior River, in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 8,
township 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsyille meridian.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of R. B. Hays Post, No. 120,
of Plano; of Veteran Post, No. 49, of Elgin; of Streator Post, No.
68, of Streator, and of General W. B. Hazen Post, No. 7, of Chicago,
all of the enf of IlKnois, Grand Army of the Republic,
in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of a service-
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a memorial of sundry citizens
of North Dakota, remonstrating against the passage of the so-
called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on
Post-Offices and Post-Roads.

Mr., PENROSE presented a memorial of sundry citizens of
Reading, Pa., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called
eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa-
tion and Labor.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Reading, Pa.,
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti-injunction
bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel-

hia, Pa., prsml::g for the ratification of the treaty between the
nited States and the Republic of Panama; which was referred
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented petitions of Colonel Ulric Dahlgren Post, No.
14, of Philadelphia; of Lientenant William A. Bruner Post, No. 335,
of Sunbury; of Perkins Post, No. 202, of Athens; of Post No. 145, of
Richland Center; of Post No. 114, of Philadelphia; of Brandy-
wine Post, No. 54, of Coatesville; of George Smith Post, No. 79,
of Conshohocken; of Lieutenant James M. Lysle Post, No. 123, of
Allegheny; of Robert Oldham Post, No. 527, of South Bethlehem;
of General D. B. Birney Post, No. 63, of Philadelphia; of Lafayette
Post, No. 217, of Easton; of General Phil Kearney Post, No. 55, of
Philadelphia; of Colonel James Cameron Post, No. 185, of Dalma-
tia; of Larimer Post, No. 179, of Clearfield, and of Hiram Warner
Post, No. 594, of Wilcox, all of the Department of Pennsylvania,
Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Pennsylvania, pray-
ing for the enactment of a service-pemsion law; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented petitions of Jacob Maynard Post, No. 877, of
Mehoopany; of Captain John Whitney Post. No. 868, of Lacey-
ville; of J. W. Reynolds Post, No. 98, of Tunkhannock; of Captain
E. J. Rice Post, No. 211, of F ille, and of Captain Rufus
Freas Post, No. 823, of Beaumont, all of the Department of Penn-
sylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of Pennsyl-
vania, praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions
to certain officers and men in the Army and Navy of ﬁe United
States when 50 years of age and over, and increasing widows’ pen-
sions to $12 per month; which were referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

Mr. DOLLIVER mted petitionsof the Hawthorne Club, of
Wyoming; of the ies’ Missionary Society of Wyoming, and
of the Home Missionary Society of Wfienming. all in the State of
Iowa, praying for an investigation of charges made and filed
a%i;mt REeED SMo0T, a Senator from the State of Utah;
which were referred to the Committee on Privilegesand Elections.

He also presented petitions of Lenox Post, No. 816, of Lenox;
of Richmond Post, No. 230, of Richmond; of Pitzer Post, No. 55,
of Winterset; of Mulligan Post, No. 102, of Sheffield; of J. C.
Sumners Post, No. 206, of Shellsburg; of 8. 8. Dillman Post, No.
343, of Toledo; of Captain Alex Dowd Post, No. 375, of Towa; of
Rice Post, No. 283, of Conway: of Weldon Post, No. 426, of Wel-
don; of Eaton Post, No. 86, of Woodbine; of Colonel Mills Post. No.
45,0f Adel: of Maxwell Post, No.14,0f Stuart; of Charles PaynePost,
No. 141, of Towa Falls; of Robert F, Lowe Post, No. 167, of Sigour-
ney; of Post No. 367, of Fairbank; of A. M. Taylor Post, No. 153,
of Wapello; of John B. Hancox Post, No. 314, of Belle Plaine; of
Albert Winchels Post, No. 327, of Lyons, and of P. M. Corder
Post, No. 98, of Vinton, all of the De ent of Iowa, Grand
Army of the Republic, in the State of , praying for the en-
actment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Minnesota Society,
Sons of the American Revolution, praying for the enactment of
legislation to prevent the desecration of the American flag; which
was referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs.

He also presented a petition of George N. Morgan Post, No. 4,
Department of Minnesota, Grand Army of the Republie, of Min-
neapolis. Minn., praying for the enactment of a service-pension
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of John T. Sennott Post,
No. 12, Department of Vermont, Grand Army of the Republic,
of West Rutland, Vt., and a petition of Jarvis Post, No. 43, De-
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ent of Vermont, Grand Army of the Republic, of Spring-
eld, Vt., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law;
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. CLAY presented a petition of the board of directors of the
Cotton Exchange of Savammah, Ga., praying for the enactment of
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce.

Pclil: aéso presented ;ﬂgaﬁﬁon of the Boag I(:ﬁu'il'ra;de gf Bruns-
wick, Ga., praying that an appropriation e for deepenin
the inner harbor and outer bar at that place; which was refemg
to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Bruns-
wick, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for
the construction of a canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic
and Pacific oceans; which was referred to the Committee on Com-
merce.

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of Local Post No. 86,
Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of Jeffer-
sonville, Ind., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law;
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the First
Methodist Church of Brazil, of the congregation of the Christian
Church of Brazil, and of the congregation of the First Baptist
Church of Brazil, all in the State of Indiana, praying for an in-
vestigation of the char made and filed against Hon. REED
. Suoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. FATRBANKS presented a memorial of J. 8. Farrell & Co.,
of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the
so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Committee
on Education and Labor.

He also presented the memorial of Risch & Heller and sundry
other citizens of Vincennes, Ind., remonstrating against the pas-
gage of the so-called 1s-post bill; which was referred to the
Committee on Post-( gﬁces and Post-Roads.

He also presented the petition of R. J. Hall and sundry other
citizens of Craftonville, Cal., praying for the enactment of legis-
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating
]i%ors: which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

e also presented petitions of the Woman's Missionary Society
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of the Woman'’s Foreign Mis-
sionary Society of the First Methodist Episcopal Church, of the
‘Woman's Home Missionary Society of the First Methodist Epis-
copal Church, of the Irving Circle. and of the National Reading
Club, all of Terre Haute; of the Missionary Society of the Indiana

Conference of the Methodist Episc Churech, and of the congre-
gation of the Methodist Epaaoo&al urch, all of New Paris, and
of William Ball and sundry other citizens of Logansport, all in

the State of Indiana, praying for an investigation of the charges
made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from the
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi-
leges and Elections.

. FRYE presented a petition of the executive council of the
Board of Trade of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment
of legislation providing for the appointment of a commission to
inquire into tge condition of the American merchant marine;
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the New York Zoological Society,
of New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation pro-
viding for the protection of the Calaveras grove of big trees in
California; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Res-
ervations and the Protection of Game.

He also presented a petition of Stafford Castle, No. 26, Knights
of the Golgen Eagle, of Manahawkin, N. J., and a petition of the
congregation of the University Methodist Episcopal Church, of
Los Angeles, Cal., praying for an investigation of the charges
made and filed against Hon. REED SmooT, a Senator from the
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi-
leges and Elections. )

PAYMENT OF DAMAGES FOR PERSONAL INJURY,

Mr. WARREN. I present a letter from the Secretary of the
Navy and accompanying papers, that I ask to have printed asa
miscellaneous document and referred to the Committee on Claims.
It is with reference to a bill referred to that Department, which
bill provided for the payment of damages for personal injury.
As the committee is besought continunally for information as to
the attitude of the committee and the Department, I move that
these papers be printed as a document,.

The motion was to.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 2172) for establishing further aids to
navigation in Delaware Bay and River, repo adversely there-
on; and the bill was postponed indefinitely,

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was re-
ferred, submitted a report accompanied by a bill (8. 3905) to es-
tablish aids to navigation in Delaware Bay and River; which was

read twice by its title,
Mr. BERRY. from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was
referred the bill (8. 2818) permitting the building of a dam across

the Mississippi River at or near the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton
Counnty, Minn., reported it with amendments, and submitted a
report thereon.

. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Com-
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1734) to provide for the
modification of the project for the improvement of the harbor of
New Haven, Conn., reported it with an amendment, and sub-
mitted a report thereon.

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Commerce, fo whom
was referred the bill (S. 2936) for the establishment of a depot for
the engineer of the ninth light-house district at or near the city
of Milwaukee, Wis., reported it without amendment, and sub-
mitted a regort thereon.

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was
referred the Lill (H. R. 9308) permitting the building of a dam
across the Mississippi River between the counties of Wright and
Sherburne, in the State of Minnesota, reported it without amend-
ment.,

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (8. 3530) to provide for the construction of a light-house and
buoy tender for the inspector of the eleventh light-house district,
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon.

. STEWART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 2860) to further amend an act to
amend an act approved January 21, 1903, entitled “An act to
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the use of timber
and stone for domestic and industrial p 8 in the Indian Ter-
ritory,” approved June 6, 1900,” repo: it with amendments,
and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (S. 3621) for the relief of Rufus Neal, reported it
with an amendment, and submitted a m}ﬁrt thereon.

Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom
was referred the memorial of the Northern California Indian As-
sociation, praying that lands be allotted to the landless Indians
of the northern part of the State of California, moved that it be
printed as a document; which was agreed to.

D'ANGERS'S BUST OF WASHINGTON.

Mr. CULLOM. Ireport from the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations a joint resolution, for which I ask present consideration.

The joint resolution (8. R. 36) accepting a reproduction of the
bust of Washinﬁtan from certain citizens of the Republic of
France, and tendering the thanks of Congress to the domors
therefor, was read the first time by its title, and the second time
at length, as follows: \

Wherecas Count de Rochambean, Marquis de Lafayette, Ma de Grasse,
Mr. Henry Jouin, and other citizens of France have tende to the (Gov-
ernment of the United States a reproduction of the bust of W by
David d’Angers, which was des ed in the fire at the Capitol in to be
placed in the Capitolof the United States: Therefore, :

Resolved, efc., tmid&léttis hereb; accepted in the name of the a
of the United States, and thanks of Congress are tendered to the donors

therefor.

Sec. 2. That the Joint Committee on the Library are hereby instructed to
make arran, ents for the formal presentation of eaid gift to Con, on
a day to be hereafter fixed by said committee, and that said oommit%ee shall
cause said bust to be placed in an appropriate and conspicuous place in the

Capitol building.
£C. 3. That the Secretaryof State be directed to transmit acopy of this
ench Re-

jaigﬁc resolution to the donors, through the Government of the
pablie.

The PRESIDENT go tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as
in Committee of the Whole.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend-
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

The preamble was agreed to,

Mr, CULLOM. I have aletter from the Secretary of State, also
one from M, Jusserand, the ambassador from France, one from our
ambassador at Paris, and some other papers connected with this
3uestion. I think I ought to ask that the Senate print them as a

ocument, so that there may be some record of this gift. On
examination I find that when the original bust was accepted by
this Government there seems to be no record of it in the Library
or anywhere else,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks
unanimous consent for the printing of certain letters and papers
touching this matter which he sends to the desk. The Chair hears
no objection, and the order is made.
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HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY.

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con-
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso-
lution submitted by Mr. ProcTOR on the 26th instant, reported it
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con-
sent, and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry be, and it is
hereby, authorized to employ a stenographer to report hearings on bills com-
ing before said committee, the nse thereof to be paid from the contin-

nt fund of the Senate, and that the committee be authorized to have said
g:arings printed. v

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED,

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev-
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee
on Pensions:

A bill (8. 3906) granting an increase of pension to James H. V.
Voldo, alias James H. Venier (with an accompanying paper);

A bill (8. 8907) granting an increase of pension to Charles S.

Keniston;

A Dbill (8. 3908) granting an increase of pension to Hugh M,
Stevenson (with an accompanying paper); and

A bill (S. 8909) granting a pension to Angeline Allen (with ac-

com in r8).

Mrpw%lglgggeE introduced the following bills; which were
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit-
tee on Claims: -

A bill (S. 8910) directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost
check drawn in favor of the Pittsburg Shear, Knife and Machine
Company, now the Heppenstall Forge and Knife Company, of
Pittsburg, Pa.; and

A bill (S. 3911) for the relief of Mary Cairney.

Mr, LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3912) to authorize the Presi-
dent of the United States to ag;;oint John Gibbon captain and
quartermaster in the Army; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (S. 3913) to equalize the pay of retired
officers of the line, Engineer, Medical, and Pay Corps of the Navy
with officers of corresponding rank on the retired list of the Army;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

* Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S, 8914) granting an in-
crease of pension to John W. Branch; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3915) granting an increase
of ion to Benjamin F. Bollinger; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 8916) to fix the salary
of the collector of customs at Portsmouth, N. H,; which was read
twice by its title,and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also introduced a bill (8. 8917) to define the term * regis-
tered nurse’ and to provide for the registration of nurses in the
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia,

He also introduced a bill (S. 8918) granting a pension to Abbie
A. Straw; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions,

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 8019) granting a pension
to Florence E. Foster; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. Ak

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 8920) conferring jurisdic-
tion on the Court of Claims to try, adjudicate, and determine
certain claims for compensation for carrying the mails and pay
for the discontinnance of postal service; which was read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims,

He also introduced a bill (S. 8921) to authorize the Secretary of
War to cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment
of all claims for the use and occupation of church and school
buildings and grounds for Government purposes by the United
States military authorities during the late war, and all claims
for damages resulting from the appropriation to Government use
of any of the furnishings or materials in said class of buildings;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Claims.

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 8922) for the relief of the
estate of D. L. Pritchard, deceased; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (8. 3923) for the extension of
‘Wyoming avenue, and for other purposes; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia.

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 8924) for survey and estimate
of cost of deepening Brunswick (Ga.) inner harbor and outer bar;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Commerce. ; ! ]

Mr. McCENERY introduced the following bills; which were sev-

erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on

g %f 2{:1]51 (8. 8925) for the relief of T. Alonzo Walker and Augusta

Abill (S. 892;3) f01;1 the relief of James Goodwin (with an accom-
panying paper); an

A b1]§ R"? 8027) for the relief of the estates of Celeste Belanger
Tanner and Lemuel Tanner, deceased (with an accompanying
paper).

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (8. 3928) to provide an
American register for the steam yacht Waturus; which was, read
twice by its fitle, and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr, SCOTT introduced a bill (8. 3929) for the relief of the es-
tate of H. F. Cocke, deceased; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Claims,

He also introduced a bill (8. 8930) to provide for the payment
of a bounty to District of Columbia Volunteers; which was read
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to
the Committee on Military Affairs. )

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (8. 8931) to acquire certain
ground in Hall and Elvan’s subdivision of Meridian Hill for a Gov-
ernment reservation; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S, 8932) to estab-
lish a light and fog signal at or near Black Ledge, New London
Harbor, entrance to New London Harbor, Long Island Sound,
Connecticut; which was read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Commerce.

Mr, HANSBROUGH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 87)
providing for the editions to be printed of the annunal and special
reports of the Librarian of Congress; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing.

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS.

Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
Briate $135,000 for the enlargement of the post at Willetts Point,

ong Island, New York, intended to be proposed by him to the
army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. BURROWS submitted an amendment proposing to in-
crease the salary of the first assistant in the Senate document
rocom from §1,800 to $2,100, and to increase the salaries of two
assistants in the Senate document room from $1,400 to $1,800,
intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and
judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (for Mr. ANKENY) submitted an
amendment proposing to appropriate $50,000 for the construction
of bachelor officers’ quarters, storehouse for officers’ and troop
pr(:lperty when ordered to distant stations, and for reconstruction
and necessary repairs to present officers’ quarters and barracks
at Fort Walla Walla, Wash., intended to be proposed by Mr.
ANKENY to the army appropriation bill; which was ordered to be
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS.

Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent
Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and the same is hereby,
anthorized to emplnﬁm—ing the Fifty-eighth Cungteaq a stenographer, from
time to time as ma necessary, to report such hearings as may be had b;
the committee or its subcommittees in connection with any matter whic
may be before the committee, and to have the same printed gar its use; that
it may sit during the sessions of the Senate or during the periods of itsad-
journment; that it may summon such witnesses as may be necessary to ap-

before the committee, and that any expense in connection with the
%oregoing ghall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate.

A. C. HAWLEY.

Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent
Expenses of the Senate: .

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, ahd he is hereby, directed toplace
upon the g roll the name of A. C. Hawley, at an annual salary of
S‘E:l-t). to be paid from the contingent fund until otherwise provided for, he
having been dropped through the reorgenization of the committces.

JOURNAL OF CONFEDERATE STATES CONGRESS.
Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is ]n_ar:'!:{, directed to
transmit to the Senate aoopﬂof the Journal of the Provisionaland the First
and Second Congresses of the Confederate States of America, now in the
custody of the War Department.

ABSTRACT OF TWELFTH CENSUS.

Mr. QUARLES. I submit a concurrent resolution and ask
unanimous consent for its present consideration,
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The concurrent resolution was read, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there
be printed and bound 30,000 coglee of the Abstract of the Tw h Census,

for the use of the Senate, 7,500 for tha use of the House, and 17,700 to be
distributed by the Director of the Census.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think
that the resolution ought to go to the Committee on Printing, as
the cost will be more than $500.

Mr. QUARLES. Very well, let it go to the committee.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The concurrent resolution will
be referred to the Committee on Printing.

PROCEEDINGS OF NEW PANAMA CANAL COMPANY.

Mr. MORGAN. I present the official proceedings of the New
Panama Canal Company at its mee in Paris—its ordinary
meeting, it is styled here in French—on the 80th day of December,
1903, accompanied by a report of the council of administration of
that company and also of the commissionaires or anditors.

The document is in French. Itisaunthentic. I haveattempted
to have it translated at the Library and also at the Bureau of
American Republics, but without success, unless I would pay
money for it. I ask that the paper be printed as a document for
the use of the Senate, and that the Secretary of the Senate be in-
structed to have it translated into English.

The PRESIDENT rino tempore. The Senator from Alabama
asks that the paper which he sends to the desk be printed as a
Se:lr?stle tc'lecécﬁument., and that the Secretary be mstructed to have it
tr: a

MA 11:;111 (H.R.864) granting an increase of pension to Albert
oulton;

A bill (H. R. 907) granting an increase of pension to De Witt
C. Parker, alias Clinton J. Parker;

A bill (H.R.930) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
M. Parkison:

A bill (H, R, 942) granting an increase of pension to James F,

Hardy;

A bill (H. R. 957) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo
Carpenter;

A bill (H. R. 990) granting an increase of pension to Harrison

. Fox;
A bill (H. R. 1184) granting an increase of pension to William
F. Longenhagen;

A bﬂl (H. R. 1288) granting an increase of pension to Jason
Stevens

A b111 (H. R. 1517) granting an increase of pension to George
'W. Hutchison;

A bill (H. R. 1856) granting an increase of pension to Alexan-
der H. Covert;

%E;IIﬁ(H R. 2042) granting an increase of pension to Alvin B.
Hu
WA bill (H. R. 2108) granting an increase of pension to Henry D.

ht;

A I:n]l (H. R. 2155) granting an increase’of pensionto Charles
W. Bechstedt;

A bill (H, R. 2188) granting an increase of pension to Richard

Mr. CULLOM. May I inquire of the Senator whatitis? Idid | L. Cook;

not hear his remarks,
Mr. MORGAN. It is the official proceedin
ama Canal Company at Paris on the 80th day of December last.
The PRESIDENT Evro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
uest of the Senator from Alabama? The Chair hears none, and
the order is made.

STATUES OF CHARLES CARROLL AND JOHN HANSON.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolu-
tion of the Senate providing for the printing of 16,500 copies of
the proceedings in Congress upon the acceptance of the statues of
Charles Carroll of Carrollton and John Hanson, presented by the
State of Maryland, which were, in line 7, to strike out *‘ five > and
insert ‘‘three;’’ and in line § to strike out ““ten”’ and insert
i t.welve 4§ ]

Mr. McCOMAS. In the absence of the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Printing, I move that the Senate nonconcur in the
amendments of the House of Representatives and request a con-
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was anthor-
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr.
PLATT d?f New York, Mr, McComas, and Mr. GORMAN were ap-
pointe

TREATIES, LAWS, ETC., RELATING TO INDIAN AFFAIRS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend-
ment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolu-
tion of the Senate providing for the tgrmtmg of 8,000 copies of
Senate Document No. 452, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, of
the * Treaties, Laws, Executlve Orders, etc., Relating to Indian
Affairs,” which was, in line 14, after the words ““ one thousand,”
to insert * five hundred.”

A b111 (H R. 2472) granting an increase of pension to David F.

gs of the New Pan- | Lewi

WAl b:ll (H. R. 2616) granting an increase of pension to Joseph K,
elt;
A bill (H. R. 2690) granting an increase of pension to Thomas

Kelly;

- A {nll (H. R. 2091) granting an increase of pension to Lydia A.
opping;
.Aﬁg;l% (H. R. 3000) granting an increase of pension to William

g s
A bill (H. R. 8001) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus
Converse;
MaA bill (H. R. 3013) granting an increase of pension to John A.
vity;
A bill (H. R. 3472) granting an increase of pension to Marcus

A bill (H. R. 8743) granting an increase of pension to Charles
X - i ;
A bill (H. R. 8778) granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta

g:
A bill (H. R. 3821) granting an increase of pension to Hannah
Pad tt, now Riley;

Y 1!1 (H R. 4115) granting an increase of pension to Joseph S.
oun

A, bﬂ] (H. R. 4319) granting an mcrea.se of pension to John Sex-
A bill (H R 4726) granting an increase of pension to Samuel

- Mﬂ;ﬁ (H. R 4935) granting an increase of pension to Edward
er;
A lnllS (H. R 500a) granting an increase of pension to Worth-
ington
A bill (H R 5177) grantmg an increase of pension to William

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate agree to the amend- | H. Clark;

ment of the House of Representatives,
The motion was agreed to
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED,

The fol]owmg bills were severally read twice by their titles,and
referred to the Committee on Commerce:

The bill (H. R. 7287) to authorize the Mobile and West Ala-
bama Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge
across the Tombighee River between the counties of Clarke and
Choctaw, Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St.
Stephens meridian; and

A bill (H. R. 7288) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the
Black Warrior River, in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 3,
township 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BRroOwNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the followmg enrolled bills, and they were
there ]ﬁon signed by the President pro tempore:

E .661) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
Meckly;

A bill (H.R.722) granting an increase of pension to Zechariah

B. Stuart; -

%3 bill (H R. 5197) granting an increase of pension to William
C. Brown;
A bill (H. R. 5246) granting an increase of pension to Sebastian
B. Elliott;
5 A(}Igﬂllx (H R. 5521) granting an increase of pension to Charles
1y
A bill (H. R. 5719) granting an increase of pensnonto Forbes
Homiston;
7 AL bill [H R. 6004) granting an increase of pension to William
A bﬂl (H. R. 6441) granting an increase of pension to Peter

A bil:lt} (H. R. 6619) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin

R. L
4 z}-‘ bﬁll (H R. 6830) granting an increase of pension to Charles
1EEes:
A bill (H. R. 6975) granting an increase of pension to George
‘W. Lawson;
Re'% bill (H R. 7002) granting an increase of pension to James S.
l'
: A bﬂl {H R. 7370) granting an increase of pension to Andrew
vory;
H]A blIl {H R. 7666) granting an increase of pension to Laura F,
ne.
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STATUE OF EKOSCIUSEO.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow-
ing message from the President of the United States; which was
read, referred fo the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be
printed:

To the Senate and House of Represeniatives!

I herewith lay before the Congress a letter from the Polish o tions
of the United S&taa. and the report thereon from Col. Thomas W. Symons,
Buperintendent of Public Buildi and Grounds. In view of recom-
mendation of Colonel Symons I advise that the very patriotic offer of the
Polish o tions be accepted, and that instead of the statue of Pulaski
(which, in the judgment of his Polish compatriots should be an equestrian
gtatue, and which it is now proposed toplaes in reservation 33, on the north
side of Pennsylvania avenue, batween Thirteenth and Fourteenth streets),
there be a pedestrian statue of Kosciusko accepted by the Government, to
‘be placed on one of the four corners of Lafayette Square. Thess
ners would thus ultimately be occu%ied by statues of Lafayette, Bocham-
beau, Von Steuben, and EKosciusko, all of whom in the stormy days which
i:“}w the bmllg of the Republic rendered service which can neverbeﬂguttan

our people.

WHiTE HOUSE, January 28, 1504,
Norte.—The papers accompanied a similar message to the House of Repre-
sentatives.

THEODORE ROOSEVELT.

‘W. D, CRUM. -

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen-
::1'.}1 a hgogﬁnnicaﬁon from the Secretary of the Treasury, which

The Secraiary read as follows:

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, January 27, 1905,

My DEAR S1r: Replying toSenate’s resolution of January 25, 1904, [ beg to
advise, William D. C?um was appointed collector at the port of Chnrlmtgm,
8. C., March 20,1903, and a temporary co Mr. Crum quali-
fled by executing bond for $30.000 and took oath of office March 80, 1
Mr, Crum was agai ap&einted December 7, 1903, and has given bond in the
snmof&w.w)ang took the oath of office on Jan 9,1904. Therehas beenno
thirda ntment and no fourth appointment. esame information is con-
tained in a letter to Hon, B. R. TILLMAN, under date of Jan: 8, 1904, and
which appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of January

The resolution also asks: *Is Mr. now in office; and if so, under what
authority of law?’ William D. Crum is de facto collector at the of
Charleston, 8. C.  Whether he holds his tion under authority of law is
determinable not by the executive d nt of the Government, but by
the judiciary, and by that only. He is not receiving pay, use of the pro-
visions of section 1761.

Very truly, yours,

Hon. WILLIAM P, FRYE,
President pro tempore United States Senate.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication will lie
on the table and be printed.
PIPE LINE THROUGH INDIAN LANDS,

Mr. STEWART. Iam directed by the Committee on Indian
Affairs, to whom was referred the hill (8. 3317) anthorizing the
Secretary of the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines
through Indian lands, to report it favorably without amendment,.
There can not be any objection to the bill. It proposes to lay
pipe lines which will do nobody any harm. There are parties
wﬁg are ready to do the work and are waiting to go ahead with
it. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be put upon its passage.

Mr. ALLISON. What is the bill?

Mr. STEWART, It allows the Secretary of the Interior toaun-
thorize pipe lines to convey oil and gas through Indian lands in the
Indian Territory.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada
asks unanimons consent for the present consideration of the bill
just reported by him. It will be read.

The Secretary read the bil.

Mr, ALLISON. How long is the easement fo continue under
the bill? For all time? I think it ought to be pretty well regu-
lated.

Mr. STEWART. Just pipelines undergronnd will not doany-

L. M. SHAW.

body much harm.

Mr. ALLISON. I donotknow. Some one else might want to
put pipe lines there. : A

Mr. STEWART. There is noexclusive right given by the bill.

Mr. SPOONER. Isthere a reservationin it? Is the right re-
served to Congress to amend the act?

Mr. STEWART. Idonofthinkthereis, Thereshould besuch
a reservation. : :

Mr. ALLISON. There isno limitation on the power of the Sec-
retary of the Interior.

Mr, STEWART. Let that be put in the bill.

Mr. SPOONER. Reserving the right to alter and amend.

Mr. COCKRELL. I have justlooked at the bill. I had occa-
sion to examine it a little more fully a few days ago, as I had in-
troduced a bill which is now pending on the Calendar reported
favorably. That bill proposed to insert ““ oil and pipe lines’’ in
section If of the Indian appropriation act, which I haye here on
my desk,

. STEWART. I have no objection to the bill going over.

Mr. COCKRELL. I havecomparedthat bill with this. Practi-

cally the only difference between them is that in the bill I pre-
sented after the word ** telegraph * the words “ oil and gas pipe ”’
were inserted. As I understand this bill it reenacts section 8
and puts in all the provisions that were in section 3, just as they
were in the bill. So practically it is only inserting those words.
However, I have no objection to its lying over. I have the origi-
nal act and all the other acts. I happened to look at this bill,
finding that it was on the same subject. I have not had time to
read the two, but so far as I have been able to discover the only
difference in theworld is that this bill reenacts the old law, so that
it will be an independent law,

Mr. STEWART. Thereis no objection to the bill going over
if any Senator wishes to look atit further. I think thatithad bet-
ter lie over, because if the one already reported answers the pur-

it can be called up and passed. There is no objection to its
ying over to see whether it does. .

Mr. COCKRELL. I do mot object. Section 8 of the act of
March 8, 1901, is the section that is practically reenacted by the
bill. The bill I introduced is Senate bill 2302, and it is on the
Calendar now. It just l'c{:rw'ulea,’n for the insertion after the word
“ telegraph ’ of the words ** oil and gas pipe; *’ so that it would read
Bt telegmph, oil and gas pipe lines.” is bill puts those words
in and reenacts the provision. There ought to be a provision in
the bill to alter, amend, and repeal, as a matter of course.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent considerafion of the bill? :

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit-
tee of the ole. .

Mr. COCKRELL. Imove as an amendment, * that Congress
reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act.”’

Mr. STEWART. Let it come in as a separate section.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sena-
tor from Missouri will be stated.

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill, as
a new section:

8ec. —. Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act.
The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senafe as amended, and the amend-
ment was concurred in.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
RELATIONS WITH NEW GRANADA OR COLOMEIA.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the

ﬁnﬁe tead resolution coming over from a previous day, which will
8 .

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 102, by Mr. NEWLANDS, re-
questing the President to negotiate a new treaty with the United
States of Colombia, providing for the cession of all rights that
they may claim to have in the Isthmus of Panama.

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the resolution be referred to the
Commiittee on Foreign Relations.

The motion was agreed to.

HYGIENIC CONDITIONS, ETC., ON ISTHMUS OF PANAMA,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the
Senate a resolution, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 109, by Mr. MorgAN, direct-
ing that certain official documents, hearings before the Commit-
tee on Interoceanic Canals in 1902 and statements of Merrill A.
Teague, shall be referred to the Committes on Public Health and
National ntine.

Mr. HOPKINS. I suggest that the Committee on Interoceanie
Canals has jurisdiction of the subject-matter of the resolution.
If agreeable to the Senator from Alabama, I should like to have
the resolution lie over until the chairman of that committee, the
junior Senator from Ohio [Mr. HANNA], is present. It may be
that he will not share in my views, but I wish to have such action
taken as will be agreeable to the chairman of the committee.

‘Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that course, if the reso-
lution goes over subject to call.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama
asks that the resolution s lie on the table subject to call. It
will remain on the table withount predjudice. It holds its former
position. ;

CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO PANAMA TREATY,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate a resolution, which will be stated. “

The SECRETARY, Senate resolution 110, by Mr. MoraaN, direct-
ing the Secretary of State to send to the Senate a copy of a dis-
patch or letter dated January 22, 1904, relating to the withdrawal
or abandonment of all amendments to the Hay-Varilla treaty, etc.

Mr. MORGAN. I am informed that that paper will be laid be-
fore the Senate in executive session, and being under that en-
gagement, I withdraw.the resolution.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution is withdrawn.
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DIPLOMATIC CORRESPONDENCE RELATIVE TO PANAMA, ETC.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate the Calendar under Rule VIIIL.

" Mr, CULBERSON. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact
that resolution 104 onght to be laid before the Senate now. If
not, I ask that it be done.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The trouble isthat some reso-
lutions have been laig on the table subject to call, and others have
been laid on the table under the rule. This resolution was laid on
the table subject to call.

Mr. CULBERSON. I call it up at this time.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate a resolution which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 104, by Mr. CULBERSON,
requesting the President to inform the Senate whether all corre-

ndence, etc., between the Department of State and thelegation
of the United States at Bogota, has been sent to the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing
to the resolution.

Mr,. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do nof agree, so far as I am
concerned, to the resolution as it now stands. In the first place,
the resolution goes back fifty or sixty years probably, if it is the
purpose to go back as far as the canaf uestion has been before
the country, and there is no evidence that it does not. If the
resolution . I desire that it shall be amended so as o fix a
date behind which the Deparfment may not have to investigate,
because we would not get an answer within two months unless
we furnished them clerks.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, in answer to the sugges-
tion of the Senator from Illinois, I will state that it is not the
purpose of the resolution, of course, to go beyond the correspond-
ence in reference to the Hay-Herran treaty.

Mr. SPOONER. Then let the resolution say so.

Mr. ALLISON. Then say so.

Mr. CULBERSON. It does,I think, say so in effect, without
using that eIEmsion.

Mr. CULLOM. I suggest that after the word ““ notes,”” in line
10, the words ** beginning with March, 1903, be inserted. That
is the date of the ratification of the Hay-Herran treaty by the
Senate. Then I would also suggest—

Mr. CULBERSON. What is the suggestion of the Senator
from Illinois? :

Mr. CULLOM, That the resolution shall be so amended as to
limit it to March, 1903, which is the date of the ratification of the
Hay-Herran t.rent&léy the Senate.

Mr. CULBERSON. Iunderstand thereisa great deal of corre-
spondence on this general subject leading up to the negotiation
of the treaty, and we ought not to be bound by the date of the
ratification by the Senate.

Mr. CULLOM. It is the Hay-Herran treaty that I am talking
about. If you fix the date I state you certainly will get every-
thing that anyone has any special interestin in connection with the
subject. If the Senator wants an answer at some time it seems
to me that it is in the interest of a prompt answer that the De-
partment shall not be reqnired to go back so far as the resolution
would seem to require.

Mr. CULBERSON. I have stated that the resolution is not in-
tended to go back beyond the negotiations leading up to the Hay-

' Herran treaty. With that understanding, I have no objection to
any amendment that will make that purpose clearer than the
resolution now does.

Mr. CULLOM. I think the words *‘ beginning with March 17,
1903, which is the date of ratification here, shonld be inserted,

, and the question had not been discussed much, if at all, except
‘ between the Secretary of State and the minister or chargé
' d’affaires, who is here,

. Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, a great deal of correspond-

ence has already been sent to the Senate, as I understand it, be-
tween the Secretary of State and the representative of Colombia,
leading to the negotiation of the Hay-Herran treaty. We think
there are other papers relating to the same subject which have
not vet been sent; and what we desire is to have the correspond-
ence sent here covering the negotiation of this treaty up to the

fime of its ratification by the Senate on the 22d of January, 1903,

and any subseéquent correspondence leading toits attempted rati-

fication by the Republic of Colombia. Thesuggestion of the Sen-
ator from Illinois will not accomplish that purpose,

Mr. CULLOM. What I desire is that the resolution shall be
so framed as that when it is adopted—if it shall be adopted—there
will be some point of time beyond which the Department shall
not have to go in order to furnish the documents.

Mr. CULBERSON. We are willing, Mr. President, that it may
not go back beyond June 28, 1902—the date on which the President
ap&roved the Spooner Act—if that will be satisfactory.

T CULLOEO I am willing for that, but I want some date
by which the Department can be governed.

Mr. CULBERSON. I will modify the resolution by inserting
slnétogr”the word *‘canal,” in line 5, the words “sinbcg June 28,

Eé‘;‘é e:gRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so
m .

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that modification. All
I {want is fo get the information sent in hereat some tims or other,
?n?u gh_rehthe Department a chance to know what they have got

0 rnisin.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the
resolution as modified?

Mr. CULLOM, I am not willing to agree to the resolution as
it now stands. I propose to amend by adding at the end of the
resolution the words *‘if not in his judgment incompatible with
atlée ﬂlélhc interest;”” and I insist on that amendment being

opted.

Mr, CULBERSON. I ask that the Secretary will now read the
resolution as I have modified it and asit wonld stand if the amend-
ment suggested by the Senator from Ilinois should be adopted.

Th&‘;’RESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The Secretary read as follows:

Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the Renate whether
all the correspondence and notes between the Department of State and the
legation of the United States at Bogota, and between either of these and the
Government of Colombia for the construction of an isthmian canal since June
23, 1902, and all the correspondence and notes between the United States and
any of its officials or representatives or the Government of Panama, con-
cerning the separation of Panama from Colombia, have been sent to the
Senate and, if nole:.ahst he be requested to send the remaining correspond-
ence and notes to Senate in executive session, if not in his %nd.gmant in-

compatible with the public interest,

The PRESIDENT tempore. The question is on the amend-
ment submitted by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CurLonm].

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to
enter into a discussion of the generalsubject of the Panama ques-
tion, but to confine myself strictly to the pending resolution, and
particularly to the amendment offered by the Senator from Illinois.

The resolution is not intended to call, and does not call, for any
personal correspondenoe on the part of any official of the Govern-
ment of the United States, nor does it seek any information of an
extraneous character. It is confined distinctly and expresslyto a
request to send to the Senate official corr ence, and official
correspondence only, relating to the negotiation and subsequent
conduct of the Hay-Herran freaty and the incidents connected
with Panama.

Mr. President, as an original ]Eu'oposition, I do not believe that
it can be successfully refuted that the Senate is entitled to this
correspondence. The President is not anthorized by the Consti-
tution to negotiate a treaty wholly by himself, but treaties must
be negotiated by the President with the advice and consent of
the Senate, and certainly, Mr, President, the Senate is entitled
to all the official information which the President has in his pos-
session npon which its judgment and advice is asked to the ratifi-
cation of a treaty. Certainly the President can not retain in his

ion matters of an official character included in correspond-
ence between himself and the other contracting government
which would lead him to negotiate a treaty which he is entitled
to withhold from the Senate upon which it shall pass its judg-
ment as to whether it shall advise and consent to such a treaty.

Not only is that true as an original proposition, Mr. President,
but, as I understand it, this resolution accords with precedents °
on the subject; and the amendment proposed by the Senator from
Illinois ought not to be adopted. Ihave notdevoted all the time,
%rhaps, that I should devote to an examination of this question;

t, so far as I have been able to discover from diligent inquiry
and search among the precedents of our Government, and so far
as others have been able to ascertain who have investigated this
matter for me, no resolution hasever been adopted by the Senate,
particularly when any point was made upon it, that when the
Senate was asking for information relating to the negotiation of
a treaty to be submitted to it in confidence by the President, it
should!;e left to his judgment and discretion whether that infor-
mation should be sent here.

This resolution does not ask the President to send this informa-
tion in open session; it does not ask him to send this correspond-
ence for the purpose of publication; but it expressly requests him
to send it to the Senate in executive session, with all the secrecy
and with all the confidence those terms at least ought to import
in this body. : $

While I will not, Mr. President, undertake to recite at length
the precedents on this subject, I do ask leave to call attention to
certain transactions in our history which bear strongly upon this
proposifion.

In the message of President Washington March 30, 1796, sent
to the House of resentatives, he declined to send information
requested by the House upon the distinct ground that the treaty




1304

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JANUARY 28,

which he was then discussing was not one in which the concur-
rence of the House of Representatives was required, or upon which
the House of Representatives was entitled, under the Constitu-
tion, to express an opinion, indicating most clearly the opinion of
President Washington thaf, if it had been a request from the
Senate for this information pending the ratification of a treaty,
the information would have been sent.

In a message of President Polk, dated January 12, 1848, answer-
ing a resolution of the House of Representatives, President Polk
quotes from this message of President Washington in 1796, in-
sisting under the rule laid down there and for the reason given
there, that the House of Representatives was not entitled to the
information, but clearly indicating in the argument that, if the
request had been made by the Senate, the information would
have been sent. In a message of President Polk, dated February
29, 1849, he uses this langunage:

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate passed in “executive ses-
sion " on yesterday,requesting the President *' to communicate to the Senate,
in confidence, the entire co denca between Mr. Trist and the Mexican
commissioners from the time of his arrival in Mexico until the time of the

negotiation of the treaty submitted to the Senate, and also the entire corre-
spondence between Mr. Trist and the Secretary of State in relation to his

negotiations with the Mexican commissioners, also all the co: ndence
ween General Scott and the Government and between General t and
Mr. Trist since the arrival of Mr. Trist in Mexico which may be in the

?easinn of the Government,” I transmit herewith the correspondence called
or.

Mr, President, that was a resolution which passed, it is true, in
executive session, calling upon the President to submit to the
Senate, in confidence, the correspondence in g;estion; but I take
it that _there is no special force in the fact that the information
was called for while the Senate was sitting in executive session
rather than in open session, because the information was to be
sent to the Senate in confidence, as called for in the resolution
now under consideration. .

In another message of President Polk to the Senate February
9, 1849, this appears:

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 6th instant, request-
ing the President to cause to be laid before that bOdXinin “executiveor open
session, in his discretion, any instructions given to brose H. Sevier and
Nathan Clifford, commissioned as ministers plenipotentiary on the part of
ihe United States to the Government of Mexico, or to either of said minis-
ters, prior to the ratification by the Government of Mexico of the treaty of
peace between the United States and that ublic,” and certain corre-
spondence and other papers ed in the said resolution, I communicate
herewith a re from the retary of State, together with copies of the
documents called for.

Mr. SPOONER. Was that a Senate resolution?

Mr. CULBERSON. Yes; a Senate resolution.

Mr. ALLISON. Will not the Senator read the resolution?

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. It is as follows:

Requesting the Presidentto canse tobelaid before that body, in “executive
or open session, in his discretion, any instructions given to Ambrose H. Sevier
and Nathan Clifford,” ete.

In that resolution of the Senate the President was requested to
give the information to the Senate either in open session or in
secret session. as his judgment might dictate.

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques-
tion only for information?

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly.

Mr. SPOONER. Was that resolution introduced in legisla-
tive session or in executive session?

Mr. CULBERSON. It appears to have been introduced in
legislative session. At least, the contrary does not appear, and 1

e it it was introduced in legislative session of the Senate. I
should not think, however, that that would be of any special con-
sequence; but if that is a matter of any particular importance, I
presume the one I am now about to read will answer the sugges-
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. SPOONER. I did not make any suggestion. I asked for
information. :

Mr. CULBERSON. I think the question was suggestive.

On March 8, 1848, President Polk sent a short message to the
Senate, as follows:

In answer to the resolution of the Senate of this date, requesting the Presi-
dent to communicate to that body “*confidentially, any additional dispatches
which may have been received m Mr. Trist, and especially those which
are promised by him in his letter to Mr. Buchanan of the 2d of February last,
if the same have been received,” I have to state that all the dispatches which
have been received from Mr. Trist have been heretofore communicated to
the Senate.

Mr. President, that is a resolution in perfect consonance with
the one which is being considered by the Senate at this time. It
was passed in open session, and the information was requested to
be sent to the Senate confidentially, as is the information requested
to be sent to the Senate in confidence or in executive session in the
resolution we are now considering.

I therefore submit that in no case, so far as I have been able to
discover, either by examination myself or through the aid of others,
particularly when the question is called to the attention of the Sen-

ate, has any resolution ever been adopted by the Senate asking the
President to communicate information in confidence to the Senate
for the purpose of considering a treaty in which it has ever been
left to his judgment and discretion as to whether that informa-
tion shall be sent, and it occurs to.us that it ought not to be done
in this case.

Theinformation isimportant, no doubt. 'We have information—
we have direct information—that some documents and some offi-
cial correspondence which have passed between our Government
and the officials of Colombia bearing upon this general question
have not been sent to the Senate heretofore in communications
of a voluntary character made by the President, and we ask that
it be done now, in order that we may have the full information
here when we are called upon to advise and consent to the ratifi-
cation of this treaty.

Mr, CULLOM. I want to assure the Senator, whether those
words are in or out, that if the resolution ghall be passed, he will
get all the information there is in the Department which is perti-
nent to the general subject.

The thing which I am inclined to complain of is that there is,
on the part of some Senators, a disposition or want of confidence
that the President of the United States is willing to give informa-
tion that is in possession of the executive department, that there-
fore there is something behind, and that the Senate ought to
pass a resolution directing and insisting upon the President fur-
nishing further information, which certain Senators seem to think
is lying back in some secret corner.

Mr, President, it is a very common thing for the Senate of the
United States in execuntive session and in legislative session to
resolutions referring to treaties with the words inserted, *‘if in
the judgment of the President it be not incompatible with the
public interest to furnish the information;”” and when I insist
upon those words going into this resolution, I want the Senator
from Texas and everybody else to understand that I am just as
anxiousas anyone can be that every single particle of information
that is in the Department which is pertinent to the subject shall
be furnished by the President, and I have no more doubt that it
g‘:’l}l be done than I have that I stand here in the presence of this

ate.

Now, I want to call the attention of the Senate for a moment to
the very first resolution which my eye lights upon, that has been
passed by this body only recently, and during the life of the late
distinguished Senator Sherman:

Resolved, That the President is requested, if it is not in his opinion incom-
gz.ible with the public interest, to send to the Senate all the correspondence

ween the United States and Great Britain, and other papers relating to
the treaty of arbitration now pending in the Senate,

This resolution calling for information which was adopted in
executive session, was introduced by the late Senator Sherman,
and it was answered. I do not know what the answer was, for I
have not had time to look it up.

That is one resolution, and I believe the Senator from Texas
intimated to me the other day that if I could find one such reso-
lIution he would be very much gratified if I would show it to him.
I did not happen to have the time to do the latter, but there is
the resolution.

Mr. CULBERSON. What is the date of the resolution?

Mr, CULLOM. The date is 1897, only a few years ago.and the
resolution was introduced in this body by the late Senator Sherman,

Mr. CULBERSON. Has the Senator a copy of the resolution?

Mr. CULLOM. Here is the thing itself, g had it copied from
the Journal of the Senate.

Mr. CULBERSON. I did not understand from the reading
whether or not the resolution was adopted in executive session.

Mr. CULLOM, Here is another. I do not know whether this
resolution refers to a treaty, but I have taken the pains, Mr. Presi-
dent, by the aid of my clerk, to go over the records and see whether
an{thing could be found on thissubject generally. I donotknow,
as I said, whether this resolution has reference to a treaty or not,
but I will read it:

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the
publie interest, to inform the Senate whether Great Britain or any other
nation has protested a, t or objected to the making of the treaty with the
Republic of Caba which is now before the Senate, and if any such protest or
objection has been made, the character thereof.

That resolution, which was introduced by the Senator from
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], was agreed to. It doesnot refer directly
to inquiries as to what the President did about the matter, but
asked for other information.

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator if these are executive
resolutions?

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; executive resolutions.

teh;r. LODGE. Taken from the Executive Journals of the Sen-
a

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; they are taken from the Journals of the

executive sessions of the Senate. And I wish to say that anything
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which was introduced in legislative session would not appear in
the Journals of the executive sessions of the Senate.

Mr, COCKRELL. I want to ask the Senator if any point is
made that this resolution is not in executive session? It does not
make any difference, it seems to me, whether such a resolution is
gssed in executive session or not if it asks that the information

sent to the Senate in executive session.

Mr, CULLOM. That is true. I think, myself, however, while
I make no point upon it, it would have been more apt and ap-
propriate, as the resolution asks for an answer in executive ses-
sion, that the resolution should have been introduced in executive

sessiomn.
" Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). Does
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. CULLOM. Ido.

Mr. CLAY. Isitnottrue thatthe Senate isapartof the treaty-
making power, and participates with the Executive in making
treaties, and that the Executive can not make a treaty without
the consent of the Senate?

Mr. CULLOM. Most assuredly.

Mr. CLAY. Then, is it not true that the Senate in executive
session would be entitled to all the information the President
himself had, and all that aided him in making the treaty—every
fact and circumstance connected with it—especially if we desired
it in executive session?

Mr. CULLOM. Everybody knows that the Constitution makes
the Senate a part of the treaty-making power.

There is no purpose on the part of the President to withhold
information, but I take it that he does—though I do not know
whether he does or not—insist that the usual courtesy which has
béen extended to other Presidents shall be extended to him. He
will furnish every scrap of information that is in possession of the
executive department, but I insist that the words I have sug-
gested shall go into the resolution as the usual expression of later
days when r:allinNg upon the President for information.

Mr, TILLMAN. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. CULLOM. Ido.

Mr. TILLMAN, Suppose the President does not.

Mr. CULLOM, Then we can deal with the subject when that
time comes.

Mr. TILLMAN. But as part of the treaty-making power it

geems to me we have to guard against the precedent of a surren-
der of the right, even in calling for these things, of demanding
them rather than begging for them. No one wants to treat the
President with any discourtesy; there is not the slightest inten-
tion to cast any imputation upon his honesty or his loyalty or his
truthfulness or anything of that sort, but it is merely to give no-
tice that certain papers are wanted, and that we,as of the
treaty-making power, have a right to those things. It is notany
i to let the President understand that we have the
ight and to let him understand that we understand our rights.
r. CULLOM. The President of the United States has the

right—and I insist nupon it—to refuse or to comply, as he sees
proper, whether you put the words in the resolution or not.

Mr. TILLMA'.NX. lgoes the Senator say that the President has
a right to refuse to send papers of this sort to the Senate in execu-
tive session?

Mr, CULLOM. I do say =o.

Mr, TILLMAN. The Senator of course has a right to his opin-
jon; but I should be very sorry to see the Senate of the United
States surrender one of its prerogatives and constitutional rights

to anybody at any time or anywhere.
Mr, HALE. Let me make a suggestion.
"Ilgi? PRESIDING OFFICER. s the Senator from Illinois
yie

Mr, CULLOM. Yes, sir.

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask the Senator if he does not recall, as
other Senators will recall, the circumstances taking place here
when, upon nominations which must be confirmed by the Senate
before commissions issue, the Senate under the leadership of the
then veteran Senator from Vermont, Mr. Edmunds, insisted that
the Senate had a right, as a Fart of the appointing fowe:r, to ask
the President, and to compel him if need be, to send in all papers
relating to nominations and the reason for the nominations, or
for removal in case of a nomination in place of a removal? Some
of us stood here for days waging that contest. President Cleve-
land declined, and stated B(E:larely that he could not and would
not send to the Senate such papers; and we on this side of the
Chamber backed out of the controversy upon the presumption,
the theory, that there was a discretion underlying in the President,
and that we could not compel him.

Mr. COCKRELL. May I ask the Senator a question? 4

Mr, HALE. If the Senator will wait a moment, I will yield.

Mr. CULLOM. I have yielded to the Senator from Maine [Mr.
Havg].

Mr.]HALE. Now, in these cases—and that is the practical
view of it, though there is great force in the contention of the
Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] that upon a treaty the Sen-
ate should receive all possible information in the hands of the
President—the universal courtesy has always obtained of grant-
ing the discretionary power to the President in the requests which
are made by the Senate. I never knew it otherwise. It isno use
in t?llk:i.ng about the difficulty of crossing a stream until you
reach it.

There never was, and never will be, a President who will de-
cline upon a treaty to send to the Senate, a part of the treaty-
making power, information upon the subject, unless it happens
to be of that intricate and subtle kind that ought not to be com-
municated to anybody, and we shall never find a President de-
clining to answer, if we send the message, including
the courtesy that has always obtained, and the answer will sat-
isfy us. If it does not, then we can deal with that situation; but
we need not anticipate such a case by leaving out of the resolu-
tion the customary phrase.

I am sorry the Senator from Texas, who is a conservative man
in his instincts, wants to violate the precedents. I am sorry that
he has precipitated this question upon the Senate now, when there
really never will be any occasion, when the answer is returned,
for us to complain. !

If there is we can deal with it; I do not know just how, but we
can then express ourselves and can exhaust whatever power there
is in the Senate. But I should hope that it would not be insisted
upon now. Let us wait and see if the President in any way will
even take the ground that President Cleveland did, that he would
not send to the Senate certain information he had,

Mr. COCERELL. Will the Senator from Maine yield for a
question?

Mr. HALE. Certainly.

Mr. COCERELL. Did not the demand there go beyond asking
for papers relating to appointments and call for those relating to
removals?

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Misso un;grobably did not notice
it, but I said in my remarks that itinvolved the question not only
of an appointment, but of removal, where an ;.%)pointment was
based upon a removal, and the President declined.

Mr. COCKRELL. Iremember thediscussion verydistinctly—

Mr. HALE., As the Senator knows, we were here for weeks

on it

Mr. COCKRELL. Iremember distinctly that I was very much
opposed to the course of the President, and that the then Senator
grom Tenn:tssee, Mr, Ht%rris.dandtlhhoth protasit:d to the Presi-

ent against refusing to send in the papers relating to appoint-
ments. We did not think the Senate %d any right to agk in re-
gard to removals,

Mr. HALE. And the President maintained his attitude.

Mr. COCKRELL. He substantially maintained it, and yet, I
understand, finally sent in all th;lpampers relating to appointments,
but not those relating to removals.

Mr, CULLOM. Of course. He would have done it anyway.

Mr. HALE. And the Senate abandoned its contention—aban-
doned its resolution.

Mr, COCKRELL. I donot think it might be considered an
abandonment. There were only two or three speeches made on
the Democratic side sustaining the President in his position. I -
know that. Finally the majority then, as now, acted npon all the
nominations and were satisfied with the papers that he sent and
did not call for additional ones.

Mr. HALE. * Times change and we change with them,’”” and
it is worth while fo remember that as issues shift one side takes
a position to-day and the other side the same position to-morrow;
and it onght to be a monition to us not to be very forward in seek-
ing to innovate in these cases.

. MITCHELL. I wish to call the attention of the Senator
from Maine to the fact that there were three resolutions—

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—

Mr. MITCHELL. I believe I have the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr, CULLOM. I am inclined to yield to anybody who wants

to speak.

'IE‘;EZ PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois has
the floor, and he yielded to the Senator from Maine.

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to call the attention of the Senator
from Maine to the fact that there were three resolutions, embod-
ied all in one paper, bearing upon the general question discussed
at that time. e of the resolutions, the last one, is the one to
which the Senator refers, and my recollection is that the two
former resolutions were adopted while the latter one was rejected.

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Illinois yield to me?
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr, CULLOM. Briefly.

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me we are contending here from
different points of view, and as the Senator from Maine intimated
a moment ago as to the whirligig of time and the ups and downs
of politics change majorities we might swap positions very easily.
But there is a principle involved here which was not involved in
the Cleveland case. A treaty is a law of the land. An s;i});]int-
ment is not a law of the land. It is not binding upon anybody.

Mr, ALDRICH. Oh, yes; it is.

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senate agrees to an appointment, the
appointee becomes a of the machinery of government, it is
true, but somebody could take his place very readily, and it
would not make any difference.

If Senators on the other side are merely contending for
to the President, without the Senate surrendering any of its rights,
I do not think any man on this side would hesitate for a moment
to pay the President all proper courtesy and respect. But the

whole question, as it appears to me, is whether or not in the mat- | P©

ter of a treaty the Senate should ever consent to the view that it
is within the discretion of the President to refuse information
which would throw light on the treaty and enable Senators to pass

it intelligently.

. CULLOM. Mr. President, I think there is a principle in-
volved in the insertion of those words, because the ident of
the United States is the head of one branch of the Government,
and he has a right to his view of his duty under the Constitution
as well as we have. But I say that in fact the resolution will be
answered fully and completely and as truthfully as any executive
officer ever answered a resolution in his life and as truthfully as

an{[bodg can answer an e
r. HALE. And everybody will be satisfied.

Mr, CULLOM. And everybody will be satisfied, as the Senator
from Maine says. This is an effort, apparently, on the part of
some of our friends toget anadvantage. After they had caucused
on this matter, if I may be allowed to say so, for a week or two,
this was the result. Mr, President, there never was a President
in the White House in the history of the Government who would
be further from prevaricating upon any question, whether it af-
fected him or otherwise, than the present identof the United
States. But I did not rise to discuss the resolution af very great

length.

ﬁCULBERSON. Mr, President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from Texas? .

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly.

- Mr. CULBERSON. I do not think I ought to allow the oppor-
tunity to pass without suggesting to the Senator that the infer-
ence he wonld seem to draw from the introduction of this resolu-
Iation in its present form is entirely unjustified. -

Mr, CULLOM. I withdraw any suggestion of that sort which

I may have made. ;
Mr. CULBERSON. There isno indication that in presentin
this resolution there is an{h ope on the part of anybody to ca
the President in an untruth, or anything of the kind. The reso-
Intion simply purposes, Mr. President, what it imports on its face,
that if there isany other official co ndence on this subject—

Mr. CULLOM. If there is, you will get it.

Mr. CULBERSON. That the President is requested to sent it.

* The President has never said in any message to this body that
he has sent all the correspondence, and as soon as he says, if he
does, that he has sent the correspondence on the subject, of
course everybody on this side of the Chamber as well as on the
other will accept his statement as entirely correct.

Mr. CULLOM. I was proceeding to give instances as to what
we had done heretofore, so as to show to the Senator and all Sen-
ators that the insertion of the words which I suggested should be

‘put in the resolution is the most common thing to be done when

we are asking the President for information. For instance, I

read a resolution introduced by the Senator from Maine [Mr,

Havre] who has just been speaking:

Resol That the President be, and hereby is, reques

n ie inf to send to the to all
g‘ggﬁ%otmspoon;aﬂgsng%ega ogléommmumtad with the Br?eugi Gov-

ernment since October, 1801, relative to the Bering Sea controversy.
[Agreed to March 25, 1862.]

Those words were in that resolution, The resolution was
adopted, and I have no doubt, though I did not follow it far
enough to speak with certainty, that the resolution was answered
fally.

Again, on June 21,1893, Mr. Vilas—this was daring the Admin-
istration of Mr, Cleveland—offered the following resolution:

Resolved, That the President of thﬁ. gnited States be requested,

if in his
opinion tible with the public rests, to furnish to the Senate the
mmﬁmm !he%lqmrhnentot State and the Government of

if not in his

-

France relative to the pending extradition treaty between the two Govern-
ments, and a tion in
ments an gy et ion B s sl et o sch (e acued

I ham hands full of references to such resolutions, many of
them like that.

Mr. ._ Have you the resolution which was passed
ir:ﬁ 1 88?6 calling on President Cleveland for information about
offices?

Mr. CULLOM. No; I do not think I have it.

Mr, LODGE. That was an executive resolution.

Mr. CULLOM. It was an executive resolution?

Mr. LODGE. Yes.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly.

Mr. FATRBANKS. I should like to ask the Senator whether in
the research which has been made of precedents any resolution
has be.?n found that does not leave to the President discretionary

wer?

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; there have been such resolutions, I will
read such a one, which I believe I have in my hand at this moment.
The fglli)&ri;lg ution was submitted in executive session Jan-
uary 9, :

Resolved, That the President be requested to lay before the Senats confi-
dentially, the Senate being in executive session, a copy of any instructions
which may have been given by the Executive to the erican minister in
England on the subject of the title to and occupation of the Terri of
&”?ﬁé‘é}m‘” od batwoes this'Gor e miaehs oot T P mdance which
tion to that subject since that time.

It turned out, I believe, that the President declined to comply
with the resolution. There was a resolution in which there was
no im;gmpatibi]ity phrase and yet the President declined to an-
swer it.

Mr. FATRBANKS. Will the Senator state the time when that
resolution was adopted?

Mr. CULLOM. In 1844,

Mr, FAIRBANKS. 18447

Mr, CULLOM. January 9, 1844,

Mr, MALLORY. Does the Senator know why the President
declined?

Mr. CULLOM. I have not had time to run down the question.

Mr. MALLORY. It was not because he construed the absence
of the incompatibility ¢lause as a discourtesy to him or anything
of that kind?

Mr, CULLOM. I have not had time to look up the question of
the reason. E

Mr, MALLORY. I think not.

Mr, CULLOM. I have not had time to look up the reason in
any case. But in the time I had I ran over, with the help of my
clerks, the journals of the executive sessions to see just exactly
what had taken place in dealing with such resolutions,

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly.

Mr, ALLISON. I want to suggest to the Senator from Illinois
that he is now reading from the proceedings in executive session.

Mr. GORMAN. If has all been made public since then.

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think those proceedings have been
made public, although I do not know. I merely call attention
to it.

Mr. GORMAN, They have all been made public.

Mr. ALLISON. They are all public? I would like to know
whether that is the fact.

Mr, CULLOM. I think the point the Senator from Iowa makes
is well taken as to some of these resolutions, although it did not
occur to me at the moment.

Mr. ALLISON. The resolution of 1844 undoubtedly has been
made public,

Mr. LODGE. They have been made public down to 1890,

Mr. GORMAN. Yes.

Mr. LODGE. Down to 1830 and not since; and there have been
resolutions read dated 1897,

Mr. COLLOM. Yes., The first one I read ought not to have
been read. It did not occur to me at the moment, however.

Mr, COCKRELL. They have all been made public up to 1890.

Mr. CULLOM. Senator Weller, on June 10, 1852, submitted
the following resolution, which was agreed to:

Resolu:d. i’}l‘hntt the Prcsic}g;nt ﬁ ﬂf;h:hlfnitﬁiic Sihtt:n be rogﬁb&d to inform
St Tave boas mass 13 $hig Mize of (he Saatwins Toiaate b oot b upo:
vey the sovereignty of eaid islands to the United States, and, if so, to com-
g}:{;ﬂ;ﬁaﬁfwtg the Senate all official information in his possession touching

On June 26 the President replied that he had taken the request
into consideration, *“ But the conclusion which I have arrived at
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is that the public interest would not be promoted, but, on the
contrary, might, under circumstances of possible occurrence, be
seriously endangered if it were now to be complied with.”

The President answered that frankly and stated the reason why
he was not disposed to comply with it, and so would any other
President if there was anything which he could not, in his judg-
ment, lay before the Senate either in executive session or in leg-
islative session. is was in executive session.

Mr. COCERELL. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly.
reﬂirtéd?OCKBELL. There was no treaty pending to which that

Mr. CULLOM. Doesthe Senator refer tothe Weller resolution?
No; I think there was not.

Mr. COCERELL. There was no action of the Executive pend-
ing for consideration at the time when the request for informa-

tion was refused.

Mr. CULLOM. *“ Whether any propositions have been made
by the King of the Sandwich Islands to cede or convey any por-
tion of the territory of said islands to the United States; and if so,
to communicate to the Senate,” ete., I do not know.

Mr. COCKRELL. But there was no treaty pending—

Mr, CULLOM, No treaty was cgending.
Mr. COCKRELL. About which the Senate had any right to
call mpon him for ndence.

COTTEespo
1]lﬁr. CULLOM. He declined to answer, and gave the reasons
why.
Mr. CULBERSON. And very properly. Ithad not been con-
summated

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly.

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. Mason, on June 25, 1852, introduced the
following resolufion, which was agreed to:

Resolved, That the President of the United States be requested to inform
the Senate, if not in his opinion incompatible with the public interest,
whether any convention or compact has been entered into on the of the
United States and Great Britain whereby the two Governments jointly rec-
ommend or advise Nicaragua and the Mosquito Indians on matters affecting
their several and respective boundaries, etc.

That comes as near a treaty as you could possibly come and not
actnally be making one in terms.

President Fillmore declined to furnish the information, stating:

Any information which may be in the possession of the Executive on these

subjects shall in due time be laid before the Senate, but it is apg;-ahen.dad
that it would not comport with the public interests to communicate it under
existing circumstances.

Mr. COCKRELL. The treaty had not been negotiated.

MrdgmULthh f}xd%{ not k_:bxgw w_hethe; ﬁt or not,
were ing wi ¢ uito Indians of Nicaragua.

Mr, COCI%_RELL. Noﬁl}ng was completed.

Mr. CULLOM. Nothingwascompleted, and hedeclined to give
ang further information at that time.

ow, here is one from the late Senator Bayard.

The following resolution was saubmitted by Mr. Bayard on
qulhns_;{y 16, 1856, was agreed to, and the President' complied
with it:

Resolved, That the President be requested tocommunicate to the Senate, if
it be not incompatible with the public interest, the correspondence between
the Secretary of State and Edward Howell, while the latter was acting as
consul to Matanzas, in relation to the estates of decedent American, citizens
in the island of Cuba. _

Ordered, That the Secretary lay the said resolution before the President
of the United States.

Now, I will not take up the time of the Senate in running over
these resolutions longer, because there are so many of them. I
desire to say in perfect frankness that Webster introduced the
words ‘““if not incompatible with the public interest” in the first
resolution calling upon the President in executive session for in-
formation that I have found. Of course in the early history of
the Government, when meager records were kept, it is difficult to
get full information, but Webster seems to have been the first
man to introduce those words into such resolutions in executive
sestsion, calling upon the President for information of whatever
natare.

Mr.-President, I think the Senator having charge of this reso-
lution ought to allow it to pass with those words in it, if he wants
the information he is calling for; and I assure him that if we pass
it in that way, limiting it in point of time so that the Government
can answer it within a reasonable period, he will get a full and
com answer in a very few days.

I do not care to say anythmg more.

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I feel that I ought to assure
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM], chairman of the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, in addition to what the Senator from
Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON], the author of this resolution, has said,
that so far as I know—and I think I know that much—there has

They

not been, there is not now, and there is not likely to be at any
time a disposition on this side of the Chamber, in ing com-

‘| munications to the President of the United States, to couch them

otherwise than in the most respectful language,and that the matter
of the resolution itself shall be such that it can not be tortured
into a desire to reflect upon the President of the United States.
‘We have too much respect for that office. That, however, will
not and ought not to prevent us from criticising the acts of the
President of the United States with frankness, but always within
proper bounds,

In the matter of the resolution whichis pending, I am quite cer-
tain that the words ‘‘ within the discretion of the President”
were left out pn;})oaaly and properly. I Emow the records show
that the action of this body has in both forms. The Presi-
dent of the United States has frequently been requested to send
to this body all the information that he might have in the Depart-
ments when a treaty was pending in the Senate. Itis true that
in later years, I think in nearly every case, the words ** within
his discretion ” or ** if not incompatible with the public interest’’
have been inserted. In every case the President has nded
frankly, sometimes telling the Senate he has furnished all the cor-
respondence and all the information.

In some cases, in one t case particularly, the President of
the United States said it would not do, in the then condition, to
furnish the Senate with all the information, but that the Senate
and each Senator who was compelled to deal with the question
shonld have the information at the Department, and that he
would furnish every facility for them to see the original documents,
But, Mr. President, there has never been any hesitation on the
part of the Senate, under any Administration, in requesting every
single item of information within the possession of the President
or of the Secretary of State.

During President Polk’s Administration Mr. Webster offered and
had passed a resolution in this body while the treaty with Mexico
was pending and while the armies were facing each other, only
divided by a river. At that time the question of further conflict
was pending, and the statementhad been made in the public press,
through the attacks upon Mr. Polk’s Administration, that methods
were used to bring about a result, and that for that
£3,000,000 had been placed in the hands of an agent of tﬁs -
ernment, the secret service of the United States. No more deli-
cate position conld be occupied by a President than President
Polk occupied at that time, and yet Mr. Webster in this body
offered the following resolution:

Resolved, That the President of the United States be ested to inform
the Senate of the terms of the authority given to Nnth&nin:ﬁ’. Trist to draw
for the §3,000,000 authorized by the act of the 2d of March, 1847.

President Polk did not refuse to furnish it to the Senate. The
treaty was pending, as this treaty is pending now, and the call
| was made for the specific document. e reply came, and came
| in confidence, It does not appear in any document printed by
the Senate.

Again, as the Senator from Illinois has referred to a resolution
requesting the President of the United States to send to the Senate
all the correspondence relating to the great controversy with Great
Britain as to the northern boundary, which threatened war at any
time, I will say a word on that subject. He sent in not only the
suggestions as to the treaty that was proposed to be made, but, the
Senate of the United States in 1846 having asked for specific in-
formation as to the corr dence with Mr. McLane, the agent
or minister of the United States, in his reply, which will be found
in the Presidents’ Messages and Documents, between 1841 and
1849, on page 455, he said:

To the Senate of the United Stafes:

I herewith transmit, in compliance with the
resolution of the 17th of J une, a reportof the tary of State, together
with a copy of all ‘*“the and i relative to the Qregon
treaty * forwarded to our minister—Mr. McLane—" not heretofore communi-
ca to the Senate,” including a statement of the p';%oositions for the ad-

a: jected by the re-

WAsSHINGTON, July 21, 1846.
uest of the Senate in their

justment of the Oregon n previously made j
hspectd ive Governments. 'fhjs statement wasytumlshed tolﬁr. McLane before
is de

from the country, and is dated on the 12th Jtﬂyj'&ls-!ﬁ. the day
on which the note was ad by the Secretary of State to Mr. Pakenham
offe: tosettle the controversy h{lt.he forty-ninth parallel of latitude, which
was rejected by that minister on the 20th July following.

The Senate will perceive that extracts from but twe of Mr. McLane's “ dis-
patches and communications to this Government ' are transmitted, and these
only because they were necessary to explain the answers given to them by
the Secretary of State.

These dispatches are both numerous and voluminouns, and from their con-
fidential character their publication it is believed would be highly prejudicial
to the public interests. 3

Publie considerations alone have induced me to withhold the tches of
Mr. McLane addressed tothe Secretary of State. Iconcur with the tary
of State in the views presented in his report herewith transmitted, against
tht;&nblmﬁon of these dispatches.

. McLane has performed his whole duty to his country, and I am not
only wi.ll.%.rlmmi tg.ot}ut anxions, trf“ %qery t%gnam: Eho ﬁl;g lqmeam it rshalls have T%u
oppor ‘ﬁruﬂins ese dispatches a @ ent of State. 8
Becretary of State has been instructed toafford every facility for thl?
‘JAMES K. POLK.

But that was while the matter was pending between this Goy-
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ernment and another great nation, when the premature publica-
tion might produce disastrous results.

In this case we are dealing with a small and insignificant coun-
try compared to ours, where the transaction, so far as the execu-
tive branch is concerned, is at an end; where there can be no docu-
ment the publication of which would disturb the peace of the two
countries. It is only the light we desire—all the information re-
lating to a transaction that has passed from the hands of the Presi-
dent and has come to us.

Mr, LODGE. MayIasktheSenator from Maryland a question?

Mr. GORMAN, Certainly,

Mr. LODGE. Do I understand the Senator to say that when
we ratify the treaty the matter is at an end?

Mr. GORMAN. I mean to say that so far as concerns the
negotiations leading up to the point where the treaty has been
completed by the executive branch and has been transmitted to

us—

Mr. LODGE. The Senator, of course, is aware that the treaty
is not completed. :

Mr. GORMAN. I am aware of that, and it can not be com-
pleted until it has been acted upon by this body.

Mr. LODGE. Imean after it is acted upon by this body it is
not complete.

Mr. GORMAN. And it ought not to be acted upon here until
we have every single item of information that the President had
when he negotiated it.

Mr, ALDRICH. Mr, President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary-
land yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose Senators on the other side are de-
sirous of obtaining information to be used in executive session in
the consideration of the treaty?

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. LODGE. And they desire information upon all matters
pertaining to it?

Mr. GORMAN, Yes, sir.

Mr. ALDRICH. And not upon negotiations of a difficult and
delicate character, perhaps, which are now going on between some
of these governments in regard to matters which have grown up
since the treaty was negotiated. If that is their purpose, I sug-
gest that an amendment or modification be made in the resolu-
tion, so that the correspondence called for shall be such as was
exchanged prior to the negotiation of or has reference to the
treaty now pending.

I think the Senator from Maryland himself would hardly feel
like asking the President of the United States, who is charged
with this work of carrying on diplomatic negotiations, to send
here information in regard to what is now being done, if any-
thing, as to matters between Colombia and the United States
or between Panama and Colombia. I trust that that is not the
P se of this resolution.

nﬁf GORMAN. I do not think the Senator from Rhode Island
could put such a construction nupon the resolution. Certainly it
is not the intention.

I was not aware that other negotiations are pending. I hope,
for the honor of the country, that they are, and that we may find
some way out of it, so that every Senator, no matter whether on
this or the other side, may feel and know that by sound judg-
ment a wise public policy may be inaugurated which will bring
back to us the good feeling of the people south of us on this con-
tinent. This is the first public intimation I have had that such
a thought may have entered the minds of another branch of this
Government. '

No, Mr. President, I answer the Senator from Rhode Island
frankly and say to him that if the President of the United States
and his Secretary of State should say to the Senate of the United
States in response to this resolution, as did President Polk to his
great Secretary of State, there are communications in connection
with this matter that ought not to be made public, but that Sen-
ators shall have every facility for informing themselves, we would
all be content. It is due to him and due to his office, I beg Sen-
ators on the other side to understand perfectly, that while there
is intense feeling it is not a feeling of hostility to the President
of the United States himself, but there is intense feeling that this
matter is beyond lines, and while the motive, as stated by
the President himself in his message, has been to advance civiliza-
tion and commerce, the manner of doing it, the methods which
have been employed, in the judgment of many of us put in jeop-
ardy, if they do not entirely destroy, the work that has been begun
for so many years and which has been followed by Republican as
well as by Democratic statesmen. !

It being the great purpose of our Government to promote com-
mercial prosperity on honorable terms, in view of the great vol-
ume of trade that should come to us, greater from the states on
the American continent than all that you are struggling for in

the Orient, it is the wise policy of the Government to attach
those people to us, not by the Monroe doctrine, by which we
were to protect them from foreign power, but to bring them in
the closest possible commercial relations, And hence we have
had commissions and congresses, and there has been a railroad
constructed down the backbone from the farthest limit of our
northern possessions, to the end that that trade might be brought
tous. Look at the trade we have gained because of the Amer-
ican money that has entered into the comstruction of internal
improvements in Mexico which have brought that great nation
closer tous, and thereby our prosperity been greatly in-
creased.

What we desire is a policy of fair and honorable dealing, a
policy which will bring them to us instead of taking their trade
to Germany. Thatcountry, systematically and with great force,
by planting its people upon the territory south of us, and by the
inanguration of lines of transportation and banking facilities, is
absorbing the commerce which belongs to us and which our pres-
ent course is driving away.

That is the motive which prompts us, when you treat it alone
from the commercial standpoint; but more than that we feel se-
riously and earnestly that the method of doing it is a blot upon
our diplomatic relations which will never be wiped out.

That is the idea which has suggested all these inquiries, and I

the Senator in charge of the great Committee on Foreign Re-
lations not to beso sensitive. The President’s honor will be taken
care of, and the President’s rights are perfectly gunarded. There
is no disposition to reflect upon him by any inquiry.

But we are bound, Mr. President, to guard tle perfect right of
the Senate of the United States. You and I are a part of this
treaty-making power. The claim that any fact connected with
the transactions shall be suppressed from you and me ought not
to have a single advocate for a moment in this body.

Look at the documents sent here by President McKinley in the
Fifty-sixth Congress, at the second session, in relation to the
treaty, in the negotiation of which you, Mr. President [Mr. FRYE
in the chair], bore a conspicuous part as well as in its considera-
tion here. Not aline in regard to that treaty, so far as is known,
was kept from the Senate, and documents of the most confidential
character were sent without hesitation. Asking the President
for them by the Senate was not a reflection upon him. He was
too well versed in the conduct of the affairs of the nation to hesi-
tate for a moment. He knew, as the present President knows,
that it was not unusual for this body to advise the President'pend-
ing negotiations, and that a resolution or an intimation thata
course should be pursued was always followed by the President.

In the treaty-making power this is the first time, I think, where
a majority being with the President have hesitated to give the
information. It is proper to assume that all that has been done
is honorable, is fair, and would not reflect upon the honor of the
Government from the view point of the Executive. Then why
be so sensitive? Why hesitate about the passage of any one of
these resolutions? 'Will you force the treaty through before you
give the information to us? I scarcely think, Mr. President, that
the most intense partisan, the Senator most anxious simply to
ratify the acts at the other end of the Avenue, will go quite so
far. No Senator on this floor can point to a single proposition in
the shape of a resolution that is not proper in itself, in every letter
of it, and if, when they have been offered, a suggestion has been
made on the other side that the phraseology should be changed,
as in the case of the resolution I offered, the suggestion was
promptly accepted.

I insist there is nothing in this resolution that is not in con-
formhig with precedent, and when we have followed so distin-
guished a statesman as Mr. Webster, surely my friend from Illi-
nois can not object.

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, this resolution is understood
to represent ** collective wisdom ” of the other side.

Mr. GORMAN, ‘ The best thought.” -

Mr. SPOONER. *‘‘The best thought’ of the other side of the
Senate. I do not adopt the suggestion made by the Senator from
Ilinois [Mr. CULLOM[T, that there could have been in its introduc-
tion in the open and legislative session of the Senate any ulterior
purpose, because I know how absolutely guileless the Senator
from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] and the Senator from Texas [Mr.
CuULBERSON] are in all matters which could by any possibility
even have a political aspect. I hope it will not be offensive, how-
ever, for me to say that after the speech of the Senator from Mary-
land I have a suspicion that this resolution, drawn as it was and
introduced in legislative session, has already partly subserved the
purpose which led to its introduction in this form.

Of course the Senators, I suppose, assumed that some one on
this side of the Chamber would probably, as has been the custom,
seek to insert in the resolution the amendment which has been
moved by the Senator from Illinois, qualifying the resolution so
as to leave it, as it wonld be probably without it, to the President
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to determine whether the public interest would be subserved by
withholding any document or correspondence. From that might
be derived the inference, not of course for any partisan purpose,
I would not suggest that for the world, that the ublican Sen-
ators would not pass this resolution without putting into it a shel-
ter behind which something which ought to be published was to
be kept private.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin
will suspend while the Chair lays before the Senate the Calendar
of General Orders.

The SECRETARY, Order of Business No. 13, Senate bill 887,

Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will be
allowed to proceed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu-
setts asks unanimouns consent that the Senator from Wisconsin
may proceed.

Mr. ALDRICH. Iask that the resolution may be considered
as being before the Senate until it is disposed of.

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; let us get it out of the way.

The PRESIDENT pro temg;re. The Senator from Rhode Is-
land asks unanimous consent that the resolution may proceed, Is
there objection?

Mr. LODGE. . Until disposed of.

The PRESIDENT ﬁro tempore. Until disposed of,

Mr. ALDRICH. Until disposed of, making it the unfinished

business,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair
hears none.

Mr, SPOONER. The Senator from Maryland made a very
eloquent protest in connection with the amendment proposed here
and by way of argument againstit. Hesaid, ‘“ Why anything
be concealed which the Senate and the }Jublic onghttohave?”’ Does
the Senator think that the purpose of concealment is necessarily
or naturally involved in making the language of this resolution

" in harmony with the custom of the Senate? The other day a res-
olution was introduced here calling for certain papers, the report
of a special agent of the Treasury ent, confidential in its
nature. The Senate incorporated in it, *“if, in the judgment of
the President, not incompatible with the public interest.”

Mr. GORMAN. There was a special reason.

Mr. SPOONER, There was a special reason because it was con-
fidential, because papers like the reports of the secret-service

agents and many other documents which are in the archives of

the Government are in their nature confidential, and because it
is obvious to everyone that it might be detrimental to the public
interest that they should be given to the public.

I suggest to the Senator from I&Izn'y]am{J that this area here [in-
dicating the aisle] never has divided the members of the Senate
on any lines of national honor or of Senatorial honor, and that
there is no one in this Chamber who may properly arrogate to
himself the claim that some of the Senate care more for national
honor than others. We are all as sensitive upon that subject, I
takeit, without regard to party, as any member of this body can
be. But all that will be discussed later.

Now, Mr. President, I protest that the better practice, notwith-
standing the precedents which have been referred to—and dili-
gent search has produced but few and most of them of long ago—
is that resolutions relating to executive or confidential business
shonld be introduced in executive session. Since I have been a
member of this body that has been the rule, although now and
then there has been a departure from it.

This resolution recognizes the fact that there may be in the
documents called for, and doubtless will be, papers which should
not, in the interest of the Government, be given to the world, be-
cause the Senate, acting in a legislative capacity, is asking the
President of the United States to send to the Senate, acting in an
entirely different capacity, certain papersin the confidence of the
executive session.

I can easily conceive of a sitnation in which it would be impos-
sible to argue in the o session properly in antagonism to the
passage of such a resolution. The chairman of the Committee
on Foreign Relations might know that in a co: dence there
were references to another %vernment which, if given to the
world, would be offensive. He could not so state in the open
gession,

There are many reasons, Mr. President, why the practice of
recent years should be adhered to in confining executive business
to the executive session of the Senate.

Now, I know of no papers which have not been sent to the
Senate. If there is anything to be concealed about this business,
I know nothing of it. I am speaking upon the theory that there
is no scrap of paper which the President will not be willing to
send to the Senate in executive session. But that is for him to
determine,

The negotiation of treaties is a function conferred by the Con-
stitution entirely upon the President, The Senate is not a partic-

ipant in that function. He may negotiate treaties through such
agencies as he may choose. It may be done through the minister
or ambassador, or whoever it may be, resident at the court of the
country with which the treaty is to be made. Itmay be doneupon
oral negotiation; it may be done by the Secretary of State here at
home in conversation with the representative of a foreign power.

The President, in the very nature of things, in negotiating
treaties of vital consequence to the country, must have the ntmost
liberty of frankmess in the instructions, the arguments, the
strategy which he desires the agent whose service heis employing
to pursue; and I am not willing toadmit that the Senate, even in
executive session, may command the President to lay before it
all the negotiations, the letters of instruction, the correspondence,
the conversations, the motives which led to this move or that, to
this argument or that, when the treaty is laid before the Senate
for consideration.

I do not know how it may have been, buf I assume that in the
old daysSenators to whom papers were sent in confidence or who
listened in executive session to frank speech under the seal of
secrecy always maintained inviolable the faith.

Mr. President, I see a resolution here introduced January 5, 1899,
I think in legislative session, by the Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. HoAR]:

Resolved, That the President of the United States, so far as in hisjndg
ment not inconsistent with the public interest, be requested to communicate
to the Senate all instrn ven by him to the commissioners for
tiating the pending treaty with 8 ,and all correspondence between Eo
Executive or the Department of State with such commissioners, and all re-
ports made by them to him or to the Department. :

I do not know whether the resolution was adopted or not.

Mr. LODGE. It was adopted.

Mr. SPOONER. I do remember that the correspondence, the
protocols, were sent by the President to the Senate in executive
session.

Mr. LODGE. And not printed.

Mr. SPOONER. No, notprinted; but after the treaty had been
ratified and when the time came to legislate as to certain phases
of the matter, they were made public by the Senate.

Mr. BERRY. Not all of them, I think, if the Senator will per-
mit me.

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator is right.

Mr. BERRY. I think some of them were never made public,

Mr. SPOONER. I thinkthe Senator may be right abont it,

Mr. LODGE. Some of them were not made public.

Mr. SPOONER. Some of them were not made public. I re-
member now one item in that correspondence which it would not
have been in the interest of this country to have made public,
although entirely é)roper and wise to be used by this Government.

Now, Mr, President, our relation to the President in legislative
session we all understand. He is not the servant of Congress.
He is not the servant of the Senate. Itis not for the Senate to
direct him or command him except within certain lines of legis-
lation, within his oath to see that the laws are faithfully executed;
and although we are a part of the treaty-making power, he is still
the head, under the Constitution, of a coordinate and independent
branch of this Government. He is not subject to the command
of the Senate in executive session.

It is perfectly proper for the President, in executive session or
in resgondjngto aresolution adopted in executive session,todeclare
that he withholds certain pﬁpers because in his judgment the
public interest requires it. No one disputes that.
toohzr. TILLMAN, Does the Senator mean in regard to treaties,
Mr, SPOONER. Yes, I mean in regard to treaties, I think it
is true as to treaties especially.

Mr., TILLMAN. Does the Senator forget that two-thirds of
the Senate can pass a law over his veto and make him obey it?

5 Mr.t SPOONER. If I forgot that I ought to go home. I do not
orget.

Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator is arguing apparently, to my
mind, an absurdity, We have as much power in our sphere as
the President.

Mr, SPOONER. Ah! That is just what I say; no more.

Mr. TILLMAN. No more. But as one part of the treaty-
making body he can not keep secret from the other part of it any
of the facts connected with that treaty and then have them all

aad.

Mr. SPOONER. He can,

Mr. TILLMAN, Well,of course,he can; bufthe Senate ought
not to permit it.

Mr, SPOONER. Oh, we will debate that in executive session,
I am talking about one thing, and the Senator is talking about
another. e was talking about our legislative power to veto
under the Constitution. at is an entirely different subject.

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will pardon me, I though we,
were discussing the relative powers of the executive and legisla-
tive branches of the Government, we being a part of the latter.
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The Senator seemed about fo surrender to the Executive every-
thing under certain circumstances; which is a contention I can
not agree to at all.

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to
ask him a question?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr, SPOONER. Certainly.

Mr. BERRY. If a treafy can only be made by the President
and the Senate,and the President has possession of documents
and papers bearing on the question as to whether that treaty
ought to have been made or ought to be ratified, will the Senator
say why the President onght not to send fo the Senate, in execu-
tive session, every paper—I do not mean for publication—which
bears on the question as to whether or not that treaty should or
should not be ratified?

Mr. SPOONER. Who is to be the judge as to whether or not
a paper or document bears on the question?

Mr. BERRY. The Senate, which calls for it, thinks that it
does bear upon it. I do not know how we could make it more
specific. e can make the request that the papers be furnished,
and I can not see how it can be compatible with the public inter-
est that the President should withhold from the Senate, in execu-
tivesession, any matter that bears upon the question asto whether
or not a treaty shall be ratified.

Mr. MCLAURIN. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr, SPOONER. Yes, sir.

Mr, McLAURIN. Iwas justgoingtomake the suggestion that
he who has to pass upon the question would be the judge of
whether the document and the evidence would be material and
relevant to the question under consideration.

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, this question is an abstraction anyway.
No President ever refused to send to the Senate, I take it, or ever
will, when the Senate is considering a treaty, all information that
would afford aid to the Senate in determining one way or another
as to its action; and I say that the Senate in executive session, in
my judgment, has no right to demand of the President, if it is, for
any reason, against his judgment, every phase and chapter of the
negotiations which led to the signing of the treaty; but we can
take care of that later.

As to this resolution, I wish to say further—and I wish to hnrry,
becanse another Senator desires to be heard—I have myself no
doubt that all the papers which the President has will come to
the Senate. I have no doubt whatever of that. I am simply
contending for a principle, for an attitude which I think should
be maintained steadfastly by the Senate toward the head of a co-
ordinate and independent branchof the Government.

But this resolution is broader than any argument made in sup-
port of it maintains. It is not simply a resolution calling upon
the President to send to the Senate all correspondence which led
to the negotiation of the treaty which is now pending before the
Senate and which the Senate is called upon to ratify or reject, but
it also calls upon the President to send to the Senate correspond-
ence which the Senate did not call for when the treaty to which
it refers was pending before the Senate and acted upon by the
Senate. I refer to the correspondence which led up to the sign-
ing of the Hay-Herran treaty. We had almost unlimited debate
upon that treaty. It was ratified by the Senate. -

Tt did not occur to any Senator at that time that the President
should be called nupon, in order to enable the Senate to discharge
intelligently its duty in acting upon that treaty, to lay before the
Senate all the correspondence or any of the correspondence which
ferha.ined to the negotiation. That treaty is dead, Mr. President.

t died at Bogota; and now the President is asked to send to the
Senate correspondence which led to a treaty which has never be-
come the law of the land——

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—

Mr, SPOONER. And which Senators did not ask for,as I
recollect, while that treaty was pending—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator fromn Texas?

Mr. SPOONER. In order that they may use it in acting upon
another treaty made with a different government.

Now, I yield to the Senator from Texas.

Mr. CULBERSON. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact
that the amendment to which he refers was put into the resolu-
fion in the form suggested by the Senator from Illinois [Mr,
Ommuko

Mr. SPOONER. Very well; what change does that make?
That simply relieves the President from sending to the Senate all
the correspondence that ever existed in the history of this Gov-
ernment between this Government and Colombia in regard to a
canal. That would call upon the President to send to the Senate

in confidence the correspondence relating to the treaty of 1846 so
far as it related to a canal, and it distinctly mentions a canal,

Mr. CULBERSON. I invite the Senator’s attention now to the
fact that any such construction as that was expressly disclaimed
by the mover of the resolution.

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not talking about the mental operation
or the oral disclaimer of the Senator from Texas. Iam talking
about the resolution,

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly.

Mr. TILLMAN. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that
the pending treaty is made with the successor of Colombia, and
that the President himself in his message has taken the position
that whether we made a treaty in regard to the canal with New
Granada, or Colombia, or Panama made no difference. It seems
that the question of the honor of the Government is involved. I
acknowledge that is as dear to the Senator from Wisconsin as it is
to me or anyone else on this side. Weare not the only guardians
of the honor of the United States, and we do not claim fo be.

But I want to call the Senator's attantion to the fact that this
whole subject relates to a canal; that the question of the honesty
or dishonesty, the honor or dishonor of this Government in rela-
tion to this canal transaction is under discussion, and that, there-
fore, any correspondence which relates to a canal or a treaty
about a canal with either of these three entities—New Granada,
Colombia, or Panama—might properly be brought in as a part of
this document. Of course, nobody wants to go tack to the treaty
of 1846. We are dealing immediately with the two treaties, one
of which has been rejected and one of which is now pending; the
one negotiated with an actual government, and the other ne
tiated with—well, I suppcse, the de facto government, thongh the
question as to how it became so is under discussion,

I ask the Senator’s attention in that phase of the subject as to
whether or not his contention that the correspondence leading up
to the Hay-Herran treaty is legitimately a part of the documents
which might be considered in dealing with the successor of Co-
lombia or the present status? That is rather along question, but
I nmtiiabe my friend sometimesin doing alittle more than asking a
question.

Mr. SPOONER. It is along question, Mr. President, and. in
my humble judgment, it has no more to do with the matter that
I am immediately di ing than * the flowers that bloom in the
spring.”’ [Laughter.]

Mr, TILLMAN. Iexpected that.

Mr. SPOONER. Butf I am anxions to get through. I intend
to vote, not only now, but always while I am a member of this
body, no matter who is President—because it is in the interest of
the country, and it is respectful and decent to any President—for
the proposition or amendment thch shall leave it to the discre-
tion of the President to withhold any papers which, in his judg-
ment, onght not to be made publie.

I shall do it on principle; I shall do it becanse T think it is wise
that it should be done; and I shall do it also in the full belief
that in response to a resolution so worded there will not be a
scrap of paper which refers to this snbject or to the Hay-Herran
treaty which will not be promptly communicated to the Senate
by the President.

That is all I wish to say.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the famous message in which
‘Washington refused to send papers relating to the Jay treaty to
the House of Representatives, although they had been already
furnished to the Senate, relates, as is well known, chiefly to the
power of the House to demand such documents, which Washing-
ton absolutely denied. I do not think there is any case in which
the demand for papers relating to a treaty has led to a dispute be-
tween the Executive and the Senate.

But, Mr. President, I think there is a distinction to be drawn,
in the first place, between what we may lawfully ask for and what
we can not lawfully ask for. Idonot think, for example—al-
though the case has been much contested in the t—that the
Senate has any right to ask the President to give his reasons for
removing an officer from the public service. I think that is
clearly beyond the right of the Senate.

I do not consider that the Senate—to take another example—has
any right to ask the President to submit to it the credentials
which led him to receive a foreign minister or an ambassador, be- -
cause the right of receiving a foreign minister or an ambassador
is vested in the President exclusively by the Constitution. On
the other hand, I think the Senate may lawfully call for papers
which will east ]jil;t upon an appointment to ,and I think
the Senate may lawfully call, on the same principle, for any
papers relating to a treaty., But the fact that we may lawfully

for papers does not deprive the President of the right to with-
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hold papers in either case, if he thinks it is for the best public in-
terest.

Andrew Jackson stated this distinction, I think, very well in
1835. The Senate sent a resolution asking for certain papers in
regard to the removal of Gideon Fitz, late surveyor-general south
of the State of Tennessee. The President said:

This is another of those calls forinformation made me by the Senate
which have, inmy judgment, either related to the subj exclusively balong-
to the executive department, or otherwise encroached titu-

enc on cons
tional powers of the Execative. Without conceding the right of the Senate to
make either of these requests, I have yet, for the various reasons herstofore
assigned in my several replies, deemed it expedient to comply with several
of them. It is now, however, my solemn conviction that I onghtno longer,
from any motive nor in any degree, to yield to these unconstitutional de-
funu:ls. tTEgir continued me}gitignim = gntn_m asthe Mt 5 ftam

Tastee O 2] CADL peo]: e pain UL ImMperions YO

to the utmost any encroachment on the rights of the Executive.

Then at the end he says: s

I therefore decline a compliance with o much of the resolution of the Sen-
ate as requests * copies of the cha if any," in relation to Mr. Fitz, and in
doing so must be distinctly understood asneither affirming nor denying that
any such charges were made; but as the Senate may lawfully call upon the
President for information pmtger}y appertaining to nominations submitted
to them, I have the honor,in this respect, to reply that I have none to give
them in the ease of the person nominated as successor to Mr. Fitz.

Drawing the distinction which I have attempted to make.

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it inte i Fha S_enato!.' if I Ehoul_d
read from another Democratic aunthority, if the Senator is
throngh quoting from Jackson?

Mr. LODGE. T was going to read further from Jackson.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is another Democratic authority from
which I should like to read. .

Mr. LODGE. I was going to show how he interpreted the
right of the Senate to call for papers relating to an appointment.
In 1834 he was asked for his reasons for appointing certain gen-
tlemen directors of the Bank of the Unifed States. He said:

I disclaim all pretension of riil;t on the part of the President officially to
inquire into or call in question the reasons of the Senate for rejecting any
nomination whatsoever. As the President is not i
reasons which induce him to make a nomination, so eiy are not responsibla
to him for the reasons which induce them to reject it. In these respectseach
is independent of the other and both responsible to their respective constitu-
ents. Nevertheless the attitnde in which certain vital interests of the coun-
try are placed by the rejection of the gentlemen now renominated require
of me flll‘anklv to communicate my views of the consequences which must
neceasarily follow this act of the Senate if it be not reconsidered.

Then, on June 13,1834, he was asked for a paper relating to the
nomination—not to the removal, but to the nomination—of the
minister to Great Britain; and it is very interesting to see how he
interpreted his powers in a case of that kind, where he admitted
that the Senate might lawfully call for papers. He said:

I have this day received a resolution of the 12th instant requesting me to
communicate to the S8enate a copy of first official communication which
was made to Andrew Stevenson of the intention of the President to nominate
.him as a minister plenipotentiary and envoy extmord.i.narg)to the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and his answer thereto.

th this resolution ht be deemed an admission of

Asa m‘m?].innce wit]
the right of the Senate to call upon the nt for confidential corre-

spondence of this description, I consider it proper on this occasion to remark
t I do not acknowledge such a right.

From these extracts it will be seen that the opinions of Presi-
dent Jackson were very definite, and that not only where he
thought the Senate could not lawfully call for papers, but where
he thought they had a lawful right to demand them, in both
cases he was quite ready to refuse them. I now yield to the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island.

Mr, ALDRICH. Mr. President—

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator. I have justaword more

to say.

Mr. ALDRICH. If it will not interrupt the Senator——

Mr. LODGE. It does not interrupt me at all.

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to read a statement made by
another Democratic authority, whose party standing is perhaps
more or less in donbt. I will read an extract from a message of
President Cleveland, sent to the Senate in March, 1896, He said:

The requests and demands which by the score have for nearly thres months
been presented to the different ents of the Government, whatever
may be their form, have but one complexion. They assume the right of the
Senate to sit in judgment upon the exercise of my exclusive discretion and
Executive function, for which I am solely responsible to the rgeopl.e from
whom I have solately received the sacred trust of office. My oath to support
and defend the Constitution, my duty to the pecple who have chosen me to
execute the Eowers of their great office and not* to relinguish them, and my
duty to the Chief . Which I must e unimpaired in all its
dignity and vigor, compel me to refuse compliance with these demands,

Mr. LODGE. My, President, I think the statement just read
'l;y lillgo Senator from Rhode Island sustains the view of President

ACKS01M.

I only want to say a single word more in conclusion about this
matter. This is a case where we can lawfully call for certain
Ea 18, and the President can as lawfully, in my judgment, with-

old them if he thinks it is for the public interest that he shonld
doso. Itis
command,

snsible to for the

posed in this resolution to adopt the lan of
gr:l)o not think it is ever a good thingtoadop% the

Iandgnage of command unless you can enforce your command,
and there is no power that can enable us to enforce our command
against any President of the United States in a case Iike this.
Even if we were to pass it unanimously, we should be quite help-
less unless the House of Representatives happened toagres with us.

It seems to me, Mr. President, that to indulge in the )
of command, which I do not think we have any right to indulge
in, legally speaking, and at the same time to indulge in a wanton
discourtesy, which the almost uniform practice of this body
\t::kterly discountenances, would be a very great and grave mis-

€.

Mr. President, I have no donbt that this resolution is wholly
destitute of any party significance, because the Senator from
Maryland [Mr. GorMaAN] told us so. The only thing that
made me suspect for a moment that the resolution could have
any political object was the extreme nobility and purity of the
motives which the Senator set forward. They seemed to me al-
most superhuman, they were so lofty and so good.

I only wish to say further that, inasmuch as the Senator from
Maryland referred to our being sensitive about all these resolu-
tions, there is not one of them which this side would not be de-
lighted to vote npon at any moment. We should be very glad to
dispose of them all at the earliest possible day. Our only source
of complaint in this whole matter is that we are not allowed to
vote on anything, not even on these resolutions. If we could be
permitted to vote on them, they at least could be disposed of.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am not especially concerned
about this resolution or the icular action which may be taken
under it by the President, use I feel quite sure, from the
statements which have been made by Senators, that a full re-
sponse is going to be made by the President whatever may be the
langnage of the resolution. But, Mr. President, the positions
taken by honorable Senators here to-day upon the question which
is involved make this a very important matter, and I am un-
willing, under the statements which have been made by Senators
as to their views of the rights of the President and the rights of
the Senate, that the occasion should without my putting npon
record, not simply what I may thi u]fon it, but wgat has here-
tofore been uttered in this Chamber by learned and distingnished
Senators, the weight of whose opinion I am sure will not be dis-
regarded by those of us who now occupy places which they then
so greatly honored and distingnished. .

1 am the more induced not to permit this occasion to pass from
the fact that on yesterday we had a reply from the executive de-
partment, in response to a resolution sent by the Senate directing
one of the officers of one of the Departments to communicate cer-
tain information to this Senate, and in that reply, sent by ths
President of the United States, we were shortly informed that,
in his opinion, it was not compatible with the public interest that
the Senate of the United States shonld have the information
which was sought.

The debate which has been had here to-day raises clearly this
issue: Is it within the province of the President of the United
States in his discretion, his sole judgment, to communicate to
Congress what may be desired of information within any of the
Departments, or equally within his discretion and at his will to
withhold the same? t it is thus within the powers of the
President is the bold avowal, as I understand it, of Senators on
the other side of the Chamber.

It has just been reiterated by the Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. LopGe] and previously stated by the Senator from Illinois

Mr. CurLoy] and other Senators that while it was within the
power of the Senate and the province of the Senate to call for any
information which it might desire it was equally within the power
and the province of the President of the United States, in his
judgment, to say that it was not compatible with the public inter-
est that the Senate should have the information. That, the Sen-
ate will note, brings clearly the point in issue, which is this: While
it is the right of the Senate to make the request, in whose judg-
ment shall rest the determination of the question whether or not
the information desired shall be communicated to the Senate?
Shall it rest in the judgment of the President or shall it rest in
the judgment of the Senate? That is the clear-cut question. The
Senator from Wiscongin smiles, because I know his mind runs
back to what I am now about to cite to the Senate.

Mr. President, there was once a great debate in this Senate on
that question, and I think that when we come to sift it there
could be no more serious question propounded to the Senate of
the United States than that, because in its determination may rest,
and would rest, questions of the gravest import; and if deter-
mined in favor of the right of the President to withhold at his
discretion, the consequences which would flow from such a de-
termination and from action thereunder it is difficult to overesti-
mate. 'The question is fundamental in its nature and scope.

I felicitate myself and the country that in that great debate—
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for it was a great debate, a debate participated in 'lglsgenators
whose superiors, considered collectively, never sat in this Cham-
ber since the foundation of the Government—I felicitate myself
and the country upon the fact that in that great debate the Re-
publican Senators took the position, and maintained it, that it was
a matter for the determination of the Senate as to the information
which it required, and that the President had no right to reply
that he was the judge of that question.

Senators have read here to-day utterances of Democratic Pres-
idents. I pin my faith to the utterance of no man when it is in
derogation of the rights and the prerogatives of the Senate, be he
of my party or againstit. Iam free to say two things—that I
utterly disapprove of the contention of the Democratic Presidents
whose utterances have been read here, who assumed to themselves
the right to determine whether certain information should be

iven to the Senate upon its demand; and the other thing, which
flam more than glad to say, is that in that great debate, in which
the Republicans were upon one side in this Chamber and the Dem-
ocrats upon the other side—not only do I concede it now, but I
have conceded it heretofore in reference to this debate—the Repub-
licans were in my opinion right and the Democrats were wrong
as to the question of constitutional power.

It was a very narrow line of division between Democratic and
Republican Senators in that debate. Upon both sides it was con-
ceded that wherever the matter ont of which the call proceeded
rested confessedly within the jurisdiction of the Senate the Sen-
ate had the right to call for the papers and for themselves to de-
termine whether or not they should be called for. On the side of
the Republicans it was contended that when the question was in
dispute whether or not the subject-matter was within the juris-
diction of the Senate it was then a question for the determination
of the Senate. The Democrats, on the other hand, contended
that in that case it was for the Executive to say whether or not
it was within the jurisdiction of the Senate or without their
jurisdiction.

That was the narrow line of division, and I am frank to say—
and I have said so heretofore in the Senate—that the Republicans
were then right in their contention. They went to the ntmost
limit, Mr. President, in the assertion of the power of the Senate
not only to call for whatever was within the jurisdiction of the
Senate, but to determine what was the jurisdiction of the Senate,
and to deny to the President the right to assume that a certain
demand was as to a matter outside the jurisdiction of the Senate.

Now, in passing I will call the attention of the learned Senator
from Wisconsin to the fact, in view of his snggestion that ques-
tions of this kind should always originate in resolutions adopted
or offered, if you please, in executive session, that the resolution
out of which that great debate grew was one which related to
executive business, and that it was offered in open session by
the Judiciary Committee, then a Regbliuan committee, headed
by the Hon. George F. Edmunds. d that distinguished com-
mittee on the Republican gide was composed of these Members:
George F. Edmunds, John J. Ingalls, S. J. R. McMillan, GEORGE
F. HoaR, James F. Wilson, and William M. Evarts.

Am I justified, after reading that list of names, in the state-
ment which I made that there were men then here whose supe-
riors collectively considered never sat in this Chamber?

Mr. ALDRICH. Who signed the minority report?

Mr. BACON. I have not the minority report before me, but I
can state it pretty well from memory—Mr. Pugh, of Alabama;
Mr. Vest, of Missouri, and two others whose names I do not now
recall

Mr. SPOONER. _George, of Mississippi.

Mr. BACON. Yes; George, of Mississippi, if you please. I
Ehink he was undoubtedly one of them. eir names are not

ere.

This document which I hold in my hand contains the report of | £

the majority. There was a minority report filed. ButI want to
call the attention of Senators to the fact that even as to the
minority there was no possible dispute or contention denying to
the Senate the right to call peremptorily for anything which re-
lated to a matter within the jurisdiction of the Senate, and, even
according to their contention, this report now called for would be
a legitimate call, and one not vested in the discretion of the
President to refuse to furnish, becaunse it relates to atreaty, which
is a matter distinctly within the jurisdiction of the Senate.

In that particular case Senators, some of whom are now here
and who were then here, will remember that the issue grew out
of the fact that the President of the United States sent in a cer-
tain nomination for appointment to an office, and the question
was raised as to whether or not there was legitimately a vacancy,
in the fact that the President had removed the party who had
theretofore held the office, and the Senate wanted to know the
cause for which he had removed him. That was the contention
upon which the debate rose.

Mr. SPOONER. That whole debate was predicated largely on
the tenure-of-office act.

Mr. BACON. I understand that; there is no doubt about that
fact. But that fact in no manner affected the merits of the ques-
tion of constitutional &ower which was involved between the
President and the Senate.

Mr. ALDRICH., Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to
call his attention to a fact? :

Mr, BACON, Certainly.

Mr. ALDRICH. The pending resolution hasnoreference what-
ever in terms to the pending treaty.

Mr, BACON. Well.

Mr, ALDRICH. The resolution does not ask for any corre-
spondence or notes relative to the treaty in any form.

Mr, BACON, Iwill notstop to discuss that, because, asIstated
in the beginning, my se in rising is not so much as to any
particular interest in this particular resolution, but because of the
position taken by Senators here, which I am unwilling shall pass
unchallenged; and I wish tochallenge it, not npon the strength
of my convictions or my arguments, but nupon the most elaborate
and learned arguments that were made here by Republican Sena-
tors, then members of this body.

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to
ask him a F(}uestion for information, not for debate?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DEPEW in the chair), Does
the Senator from Georgia yield to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. BACON. Certainly.

Mr, SPOONER. Do I understand the Senator is contending
that in no case the President is to be the judge of what informa-
tion he or the executive department of the Government will send
to either House?

Mr. BACON. 1If the learned Senator will allow me to preter-
mit an immediate answer to that question, I will endeavor, before
I conclude, to answer the Senator in his own language which he
has uttered in this Chamber, That will be the most satisfactory
regg, I presume, that I can make to him,

: NER. Iwould rather have your opinion than my

own.

Mr, BACON. Iwillendeavor toexpressit beforeIgetthrough,
if my physical condition permits.

There was sent to the g;mte on that occasion a most elaborate
report, signed by all the Republican members of the Judiciary
Committee of the Senate, whose names I have already read to the
Senate, headed by the Hon. George F. Edmunds, as chairman,
The report is too long to be read now, but I will ask, if I may be
excused, because I am not in the most robust physical condition
at present, the Secretary to read on pages 4 and 5 where it is
marked in this report, I will say to the Senate that it is Senate
Report 135, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. I would prefer
to read it myself, but under the eircumstances I will ask the Secre- *

tary to read it. I hope it ma ve the attention of the Senate.
'I‘h&é"BES]])mG FFI . The Secretary will read as re-
quested.
The Secretary read as follows:

The important question, then, is whether it is within the constitutional
competence of either House of Congress to have access to the official mgcre
and documents in the various public offices of the United States created by
lawsenacted by themselves. It may be fully admitted that except in respect
of the Department of the there is no statute which commands the
head of any Department to transmit to either House of Congress on its de-
mand any information whatever concerning the administration of his De-
partment, butthe committee believes it to be clear that from the very nature
of the powers intrusted bt{;:ha Constitution to the two Houses of Congress
it is a necessary incident that either House must have at all times the right

to know all that officially exists or takes place in any of the Departments of
the Government.

So perfectly was this proposition understood before and at the time of the
formation of the Constitution that the Continental Congress, before the ad
tion of the present Constitution, in establishing a department of forei ﬁg:
airs and providing for a principal officer thereof, thought it fit to amﬁh&t
all books, records, and other papers in that office should be open to the inspec-
tion of any Member of Congress, provided that no co&]y should be taken of
matters of secret nature without élgecinl leave of Con . It was not
thought necessary to enact that the Congress itself shoulmnﬂtled to the
gmducﬁon and inspection of such épagera, for that right was supposed to ex-

t in the very nature of t.hinrga, and when, under the &msﬁtutiom thede
ment came to be created, although the vision that each individual Mem-
ber of should have access to mtgggem was omitted (evidently for
reasons that can now be quite well unde: ), it was not thmﬁht necessary
that an affirmative provision should be inserted giving to the Housesof Con-
gress the right to know the contents of the public papers and records in the
public offices of the country whose laws and whose o they were to assist
in creating.

It is believed that there is no instance of civilized
bodies representative of the people or of States in whic

overnments having
the right and the
power of those representative bodies to obtain in one form or another com-
Rlem information as to every E;Eer and transaction in any of the executive
epartments thereof does not t, even though such papers might relate to
what is ordinarily an executive function, if that function impinged upon any
duty of function of the representative bodies.
A qualification of this general right may under our Constitution exist in
case of calls by the House of Raofresentatives for pa; relating to treaties,

etc., under considerationand n atw of by the President and Senate,
The committee feels authorizes to after a somewhat careful research,
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that within the foregoing limits there is scarcely in the history of this Gov-
ernment until now sngli;smnce of a refusal by a head of a Department, or
even of the President self, to communicate official facts and information,
as distinguished from private and unofficial rs, motions, views, reasons,
and opinions, to either House of Congress when unconditionally demanded.

Indeed, the early ﬂourm]s of the Senate show great numbers of instances of
directions to the heads of Departments, as of course, to furnish papers and
re%)rts upon all sorts of affairs, both 1 tive and executive,

he instances of requests to the President and commands to the heads of
Departments by each House of Congress from those days until now for
papers and information on every conceivable subject of public affairs are
almost innumerable, for it appears to have been thought by all the Presi-
dents who have carried on the Government now for almost a century that,
even in respect of rea:mst.s to them, an independent and coordinate branch
of the Government, they were under a constitutional duty and obligation to
furnish to either House the papers called for, unless, as has happened in very
rare instances, when the request was coupled with an appeal to the discre-
tin of the President in m:Fect of the danger of publicity. to send the lfpspers
if, 1lin his_}u(églen it should not be incompatible with tﬁa public welfare.

ven in es of the highest gmléthy excitement and stress, as in 1826 and
1844, it did not seem to occur to the Chief Executive of the United States that
it was possible that any official facts or information existing, either in the
Departments created by law or within its own possession, could, save as be-
fore stated, be withheld from either of the Houses of Congress, although such
facts or information sometimes involved veriji:tMcat.e and delicate matters
of foreign affairs as well as sometimes the ory and conduct of officers
connected with the administration of affairs.

Mr. BACON. That is as strong a statement, I think, as could
be made upon the question, and I desire to repeat in this connec-
tion, as Senators have asked who were the Senators who signed
the minority report, evidently thereby intending to place in op-
position to the utterances in this report the opinions of such emi-
nent men as George, and Pugh, and Vest, and others whose names
I do not now recall—

Mr. MITCHELL. I will give the Senators the names,

Mr. BACON. Very well. ;

Mr. MITCHELL. James L. Pugh, Richard Coke, George G.
Vest, and Howell E. Jackson.

Mr. BACON. Yes; Jackson, afterwards judge of the Supreme

Court. :

Mr, MITCHELL. Afterwards judge of the Supreme Court.

Mr, BACON. As their names are invoked, I repeat the state-
ment, amply verified by inspection of their report, that they most
fully and completely recognize the right of the Senate to call for
any paper or document, peremptorily and not within the discre-
tion of the President to refuse, which related to a matter within
the jurisdiction of the Senate. The only question made between
the minority report and the majority report was whether or not
the discretion was in the President to say that it was not in the
jurisdiction of the Senate, or whether the Senate must determine
for itself whether it was in the jurisdiction of the Senate.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Indiana pardon me for a
moment?

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly.

Mr. BACON. The Republicanscontended that the question as
to whether or not a matter was within the jurisdiction of the
Senate was for the determination of the Senate. The Democrats
contended, on the other hand, that the question whether the mat-
ter was within the jurisdiction of the Senate or without the juris-
diction of the Senate was a matter for the determination of the
President. That was the narrow line of division between them,
and I will read, when I reply to whatever the Senator from In-
diana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] may desire to say, from the minority report
to that effect.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Theclose of theextract which the Senator
just had read I understood incorporated the provision concerning
compatibility with the public interest. Do I understand the
Senator to say that that committee’s report supported the propo-
sition that the Senate had the right, as of right, to ask for any
papers, whether or no the sending of them was compatible with the
public interest?

Mr. BACON, Yes,sir; Ido. I mean to say this: That in the
report and the debate from which I am going to read—and I am
glad the Senator will be present to hear it read—

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will, if I can be.

Mr. BACON. The position is distinctly taken that the question
as to whether or not it is a matter proper for Congress to ask for
or for the Senate to ask for is a matter for the Senate to deter-
mine, and not a matter for the President.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Would it interrupt the course of the Sena-
tor’'s argument if at this particular point I suggested a question
or two? If so, I will defer them.

Mr. BACON. I will endeavor to answer them now, unless I
am going to answer them in the course of my argument. I will
hear the question, however.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator whether it is his
opinion that the President ought in any case to send papers to the
iﬂsnatestghe sending of which is not compatible with the public

tere
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Mr. BACON. The reply which I will make now, although I
intended to advert to it later, is this: It is not to be assumed that
the Senate of the United States, whenever its attention is called,
with dproper reasons given, in response to an inquiry, that there
would be objection to the commrunication, would insist apon if.
But to recognize the proposition that the President must deter-
mine it and simply end the matter by the reply that it is incom-
patible with the public interest to communicate the desired infor-
mation is to yield the whole question and give the whole power
to the President.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President——

Mr, BACON. And, if the Senator will permit me, the debate
from which I am going to read is one in which that was the dis-
tinet proposition negatived by George F. Edmunds, GEorGE F,
Hoar, William M. Evarts, Mr. Logan, the distingnished Senator
from Wisconsin now present, and others.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall not ask the Senator any further
questions, because I want to listen to his argument, but I call his
attention now, so that perhaps he may elucidate the point, to this
fact: The proposition he has now arrived at and the dilemnma into
which it seems to me the Senator is drifting is that it is a ques-
tion for the Senate to judge and not for the President to judge
whether or not papers asked for are compatible with the public
interest, and if that proposition be admitted it sends all papers
of every kind to the Senate.

Mr. BACON. Yes.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And therefore destroysinadvance the ques-
tion gf their compatibility or incompatibility with the public in-
terest. :

Mr. BACON. Absolutely.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then the question does not exist.

Mr. BACON. In other words, the power is in the Senate to see
any paper which it may determine it should see, if it relates to a
matter which——

Mr. BEVERIDGE rose.

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes.

Mr. BACON. If it relates to a matter of which the Senate has
properly jurisdiction. The practical operation of it is not that
there shall be any exposure of papers which the public interest
might not justify the exposure of, but that in a proper way the
matter will be brought to its attention, and the assumption being
that when reasons are g‘iven to the Senate it will not insist upon
it. But the President himself can not shut the door to any De-

rtment and say that the Senate, or the House either, shall not

ave access to any paper which relates toa governmental matter.,

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I stated in the be-
ginning that I was going to base the contention I made here not
upon what I personally would say, but upon the elaborate argu-
ments in a previous debate. I can only read a part of them, and
I commend to the Senator the careful reading of the entire debate,
because it is a most able and instructive one by men among the
ablest who ever sat in this Chamber. Therefore I proceed with
the reading of what learned Senators on that occasion said in this
Chamber.

I will begin with what my learned and distinguished friend, the
Senator from Wisconsin, said on that occasion. because he bore
no insignificant part in that debate among the Titans, and there
is no word uttered by the learned and distinguished Senator in
that debate which he should wish to retract and no word uttered
by him of which he should not now be proud; and, I will say
further, no word uttered by him—I am speaking now as to argu-
ments; I do not mean as to any personal references which may
have been indulged in—of which I do not personally approve and
to which approval I have not heretofore given utterance in this
Chamber when a similar question was under debate.

Mr, President, in the beginning I desire, in order that what the
Senator has said to-day semifacetiously as to the ingenunonsness
and candor of Senators on this side of the Chamber, may be rec-
ognized as having been uttered by him in the utmost seriousness,
to ask that we may be accorded on this oceasion the same credit
for sincerity which he claimed for himself upon that oceasion.
That was a time when there was a Democrat in the White House
and when there was a Republican majority in this Chamber, and
in the outset the learned and distingunished Senator from Wiscon-
sin used the language I will quote from the seventeenth volume
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, part 3, Forty-ninth Congress, first
session, page 2487, The Senator from Wisconsin said—

Mr. TILLMAN. The present Senator from Wisconsin—the sit-
ting Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. BACON. The presentvery learned, able,and distingunished
Senator whom we all so delight to honor; and as we admire and
delight to honor both of the Senators from Wisconsin, I will say
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the senior Senator from Wisconsin. He began his speech in this
way:

I mak: ttempt to disgunise the fact, or toa ize for it, that the for-
tuneam?)f?l?: ﬁnepubﬁmn party are very dear to m};u an ltzl?.nt? f fllmt pa.r%
here and elsewhere, to reap every fafr partisan advantage which may
taken from the blunders and from the shortcomings, if any such thereare or
ghall be, of this Administration. But I trust I donot forget, and shall not for-

t, that I am s Senator of the United States as well as a Republican, and

hat as a Senator my first duty always is to the people, and that I have no
ht to take aetion here to subserve a party interest which would be harm-
to the interests of the people.

Therefore the very learned and able argument of the distin-
guished Senator upon that occasion is not in any manner to be
imputed to him as one influenced by a desire for partisan advan-
tage, but as an argnment delivered by him then, as now, recog-
nized as one of the foremost constitutional lawyers of the United
States, and therefore, delivered under such circnmstances, the
more entitled to consideration and approval by those who now
nave occasion to advert toit. The particular thing I had in mind
in reading that is to ask that we also in the present debate may be

nitted of partisan purposes.

he Senator from Wisconsin proceeded to say:
I deny for myself, and I have authority to deny for every Senator upon
this side of the Chamber, the statement so often made on the other side that

we desire, or are wﬂunﬁiw harass, hamper, or embarrass the President in
the proper exercise of Executive functions.

Will Senators accord tous at this time such equality of sincerity
of p as that which was then claimed for himself by the
honorable and distinguished Senator from Wisconsin?

Such a motive would be unworthy and should not be so lightly imputed,

I commend the language to the Senators on the other side, not
to the Senator from Wisconsin, because he has not imputed, in so
far as I have heard, but others have,

The principle involved in this controversy—

And it is this principle and the gradual recognition of the
gravity of it that cause me to address the Senate at this time—

The principle involved in this controversy to my mind is far above the
question as to who shall hold the offices in the conntry.

Mr, President, with that very high flatform erected by the
Senator and with himself thus voluntarily placed upon it, he ad-
dressed himself to the argument of this great constitutional ques-
tion, becanse while it mayseem to be a comparatively slight mat-
ter, so far as the pending resolution is concerned, it is a great
constitutional question whether or not any officer of the Govern-
ment, be he President or a subordinate, has a right to shut the
doors in the face of Congress as to any information desired by it
in the discharge of its duties. In the practical workings of the
departments of this Government and in the proper and efficient
performance of duties by Congressand in the exercise of the legiti-
mate powers of Congress there can be no greater constitutional

uestion than that; and once conceded as a power belonging to
ghe Executive, there is no limitation to the extent to which that
power can be carried and exercised.

Now, the Senator from Wisconsin knows I can not read the
whole of his speech. I wish I counld. I will say that it would
not be necessary that I should myself say another word if I could,
in support of my contention, read the whole of it. In the course
of it Ee uses this language:

Look at the bald case as it stands before the Senate and before the wp}&
unaided by the message which the President sent upon the same subject &
T e e S S T
themangngg.ﬁr:'nt of a public o&lce. ﬂ:mﬁygoﬂioer gﬁrhe United Stateag.
recognizing the fact that the rs are in his custody, not denying fora
moment tfeir existence, sa F: gﬁe Sanate, by direction of the dent,
that * it is not considered t.t.be&blicmt rest will be promoted by a com-
pliance with said resolution and transmission of the papers and docu-
ments therein mentioned to the Senate in executive session.”

Mr. President, I will suspend the reading parts of the Senator’s
speech for a moment for the purpose of reading the resolution
which was rted by the Judiciary Committee of the Senate,
and also reading the reply which was sent by the executive de-

nt to the Senate, in order that the Senate may have dis-
tinctly the issue before it which was made. On January 25, 1888,
the Judiciary Committee r to the Senate the following
resolution for its adoption. Now, here is the resolution:

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he hereby
is, directed to transmit to the Senate copies of all documents and papers that
]img m‘;m in the Department of Justice since the 1st day of January,

And not theretofore—
in relation to the management and conduct of the office of district attorney
of the United States of the southern district of Alabama.

That being called for because of the fact that the President had
sent in the name as a nominee to fill an office and had removed
the district attorney, and the Senate desired to know whether or
not he had removed him for cause before they would pro-
ceed to the consideration of the nomination. Therefore they
called for all the papers which had been there for a year before
the occurrence, andpg:“ the following day that resolution was

adopted, to wit, on the 26th day of January. On the 1st day of
February thereafter the Senate received the following communi-
cation in response thereto:
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
Janwary 23, 1886,
It seems that was the date of the communication, and the docu-
ment was received here on the 1st day of February.
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
January £8, 13865,
The President pro tempore of the Senate of the United States:
I acknowledge the receipt of a resolution of the Senate adopted on the 25th

instant in executive session, as follows:

“Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States be, and he
hereby is, directed to transmit o the Senate co}:ies of all documents and pa-
Sm at have been filed in the Department of Justice since the Ist day of

annary, A. D. 1885, in relation to the ma ment and conduct of the o

of district attorney of the United States of the southerndistrict of Alabama.”
It thus quotes the resolution and then proceeds:
In response to the said resolution the President of the United States—

This is not the reply of the Attorney-Geeneral. He is speaking
for the President of the United States—

In response to the said resolution the President of the United States directs
me to say that the papers which were in this Department relating to the fit-
ness of John D. Burnett, recently nominated to said office, hnm al-
ready sent to the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, and the pa d docu-
ments which are mentioned in the said resclution, and still remaining in thh.a

custody of Department, ha exclusive reference to the suspe
the President of George M. Duskin, the late incumbent of the office of dish'ic!t
attorney of the Uni States for the southern district of Alabama, it is not

considered that the public interest will be promoted by a compliance with said
resolution and the transmission of the papers and documents therein men-
tioned to the Senate in executive session.
Yery respectfully, your obedient servant,
A H. GARLAND,
Attorney-General.

Now, Mr. President, there was the square issue made, not by
the Attorney-General but by the President of the United States,
that in his judgment the public interest wonld not be promoted
by having the Attorney-General comply with the resolution. In
other words, the President of the ‘[lfnite&r States assnmed to judge,
and did jondge, that it was not incumbent upon him to comply
with the demand of the Senate, and the square issue made by the
majority of the Senate, in which I say now and I have said here-
tofore I think they were right, was this: Shall the President have
a right to judge whether or not it is to the public interest that
the Senate shall have the papers, or shall the Senate judge, and
shall the President have the right under that judgment, if exer-
cised by him, to close the door of the Department of Justice or of

any other Department and say to the Senate, ‘“ In my judgment

you have no right to enter and to know what is here?”

Mr. President, I am tempted to proceed with that line of argn-
ment, but I will not, because I started to read the argument of
the Senator from Wisconsin, which is far superior to anything I
can say. I repeat the last sentence which I read in order to have
the connection of the Senator’s speech:

An executive officer—

This is the speech of the Senator from Wisconsin from which I

An executive officer of the United States, recognizing the fact that the
papers are in his custody, not denying for a moment their existence, says to
the Senate, by direction of the President, that “ it is not considered that the
public interest will be promoted by a compl with said resolution and
the transmission of the papers and documents therein mentioned to the Sen-
ate in executive session.”

Quoting the reply. Then the Senator proceeds:

Is it to be admitted that a Cabinet officer, even by direction of the Presi-
dent, shall be at liberty to refuse to transmit ang papers to the Senate in ex-
ecutive session unless satisfied that tha pu or which the Senate desires
them is one which in his opinion is wise and proper? Isit to be assumed by
an executive or by the President that because a nomination is pending
in the Senate of a n to fill an office that the Senate may notin executive
%esaiont ltnhv;{ull ca for the papers filed in & Department touching the con-

act o 0 el

If Burnett had been confirmed and Duskin had been thereby removed,
could the Senate be denied the production of the papers mentioned in the
resolution? Even though called for in executive session, who will 80 contend?
Does the fact that the nomination was pending change the character of the
Senate’s power to demand and its right to receive and inspect

If George M. Duskin were still in office, discharging the duties and fune-
tions of the Eﬂltion and the Senate in open session or in executive session
should pass this resolution calling for those papers, wonld the Attorney-Gen-
eral or would the President hesitate for one moment to transmit them? Sup-
ggae the House of Representatives had passed the resolution instead of the

nate, upon what theory counld the Attorney-General, either of his own mo-
tion or upon the tion of the President, re to transmit them?
thlts has :;‘E:ﬁs > su : that cighe;a thtg %Jam of Representatives or

e Sena plenary power to investiyza e Dapartments, had abundant
anthority to examine the Cabinet officers, even to bring them before the
committee, with all papers in the office which would tend to show its condi-
tion, and the manner in which it had been conducted. It may be done in
order to expose corruption; it may be done in order to uncover defectsin
the organization of & Department; it may be done in order that Congress
iiation. | 550k powes I riimt Fol o Ak of me ety e o e
e on. Such power in grea ess must of n exer-
cised under varielf?:onditions and circumstances and wtigh many different

Urposes.
pIst.hjsnotthestkltuder The President, not denying tnat there may be
ces under which either the House or the Senate would be entitled
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1 their prodnction, assumes that

to such pa to demand them and com:
Jjndgment is not within the juris-

pers,
th ed f I
Sl of e Bauata: T L ISR
The Senate will mark that the Senator comes directly to the
issue as to whether or not the President has the right to assume
that. ;
If for any

circumstances
mit to the Senate pa

within the power of the Benate it can direct under any

e Aftorney-General, or any other Cabinet officer, to trans-
rs touching the conduct of a i office, then it
is essential to the orderly conduct of the Government that the executive offi-
cer should assume that the papers are desired for a legitimate purpose. Or
has it come to this, that the Senate or the House demanding the production
of rs, which either ntrightfully demand for some purpose, must Eo
wi Eistarn salaam to the efartment. door, bound to disclose, first, to the
Attorney-General or the Preside;
are desired, under penalty of not receiving them

How would it look, in response to a resolution adopted by the Senate ask-
ing that the Attorney-General or the Secretary of the Interior transmit to
the Senate papers like these, in their nature official, relating to the trans-
action of the public business, for the dent to transmit to the Senate a
message of this nature: “If you desire these papers you must first indicate
to me the pu:rlpoae for which you desire them, and if after hsvh:i disclosed
that pu thi urlsdlc‘tion, and that

nk they are within your @ purpose
to be su edisslegitimate purpnsa,ishﬂlmnmnit them; ut.gerwise
mw‘l

The Senator asks how it wounld do for the President to transmit
guch a message as that, and he continues:

Would that be in effect any different from this response of the Attorney-
General! Would it not_be humiliating? Would it be anything less thana
one-man Lfovamment! ‘Would it do anything less than enable President
of the United States to shut out at his will the sunlight of investigation from
all the public offices? Must the Senate, must the Honse—because if he may
require the performance of that precedent condition of the Senate he may of
the House—first advise him of the purpose and submit to his judgment as to
whether itisa timate one?
. The resolution interprets itself, and relates upon its face to papers which
no man can deny are in their nature public. The President by a message, as
to the propriety of which I have nothing to say, tells us, not that there are no
such ognpers on the files, but that there were other papers filed during that
period which he considers private and confidential papers.

I shall spend little time in discnssing the question in theabstract as to what
constitute private and confidential pa in distinction from public papers
to which the Sepate or House has the right of inspection. I concede, of
course, that thuam addressed tothe President, and doubtlessare, many
pa; which are ential.

{0 one questions that; but I den)b_thnt- addressed to a head of a De-
partment or to the President of the Unit
officer of such & character that they ma

the head o

of the Department, relating to the transaction of the people's bnginess in one
of the le's offices, can by any magic become the private and dential
and secret papers of the President himself,

* Now, Mr. President, it is true that there the distinct question
was as to whether Congress or the Senate should judge whether
its motive was a legitimate one or whether the President should
judge whether it was a legitimate one, But it matters not as to
what question is raised, under the argument and under the rea-
soning of the argument, whenever there is any objection on the
gart of the President as to the disclosure of information which is

esired, the question is one to be determined by the Senate and not
by the President, because if the President can in the one case say,
“In my opinion you have no right to have this information,’’ he
can say it in all cases, and it is within the power of the President
of the United States, in his discretion and for any reason deemed
by him to be sufficient, to absolutely shut np and hermetically
seal every door of every Department of the Government.

The Senator continues, and I am sorry to have to omit any of it,
becanse it is all strong and directly to the point. On the same

from which Ilast read—and I call the attention of my learned

iend—

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator kindly give me the 7

Mr, BACON. Yes, sir; I have given it already, and I will give
it again. Page 2488, March 18, 1886. The Senator said as the
conclusion of that branch of his argument:

Iassert now the tion that the Senate has a right to obtain of a

Cabinet officer uponpdmnand., and of the President upon request, such infor-

mation to enable it to act intelligently upon the question as to whether it
will advise and consent to & proposed removal.
And yet it is songht to differentiate such a power from the
other power of the Senate as to whether or not it has, in the lan-
e of the learned Senator, the right to obtain from the Presi-
ent, upon request, information to enable it to act intelligently
m the question as to whether or not it wounld advise and con-
sent to the ratification of a treaty. If he can differentiate as to
the two it will be but another evidence of the versatility and abil-
ity of the disti ed Senator.
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr, President—
.'Il‘lé;a PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Georgia
e ’
Mr, BACON. Iyield to the Senator.
Mr. TILLMAN. Iwish tosuggestto the Senator from Georgia
that the his which he has been reading is so interesting that

it recalls the old fable about the bull and the ox.

Mr. BACON. I will say to the Senator that I have had that in
raconteur I did not venture uponits
to go ahead,

mind, but not being a ha
narration. I will allow hi

nt, the precise %far which the papers go

Mr. TILLMAN. It appears o be very clearly proven that if a
Democratic President gets up a tree the Democratic dogs bark at
all intruders, and when a Republican President gets up a tree it
is the same old thing; and we appear to occupy positions on con-
stitutional questions of this character according to the exigencies
and necessities of our parties.

Our friends on the other side undoubtedly voted for the con-
tention of the Senator from Wisconsin., Then it would be unrea-
sonable for us to e them to vote that way now. Would it
not? In other words, consistency is a jewel.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator takes issue with me on any point
I shall be happy to hear from him. If he is on my side, let me

on.
Mr. TILLMAN. I was trying to illaminate the question. I
conld not do it as well as the Senator from Georgia or the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin; but I was trying to ease my friend from
Wisconsin out of the unpleasant attitude of being on both sides
of this question.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I had not finished what I pro-
pose to read from the speech of my distinguished friend. Iresume
at the particular place where I was reading when the Senator
from South Carolina interrupted me.

I hope I may be allowed, in order that the connection may be
kept, to read that sentence over again, because the next sentence
directly relates to it. I read again that sentence from the Sena-
tor’s speech:

I assert now the proposition that the Senate hasa right to obtain of a Cab-
inet officer upon demand, and of the President upon request, such informa-
tion to enable it to act intelligently upon the question as to whether it will
advise and consent to a proposed removal.

The Senate will mark that that is not qualified. It isarightto
have it,when requested, not conditionally; and the Senator, in full
recognition of the fact that that was his meaning, turns to the
Democratic Senators and asks this question, referring to the ut-
terance which he has just made:

tors on the other side
farT:sBIﬁammed. isnot brmdwgllozgil Sk charge e+ o Jome; m

The Senator states it in as emphatic language as his great com-
mand of langnage would permit him, and then emphasizes it by
turning to his ﬁanents and challenging them to his statement
that it is as br asitcanbemsde,andthatnobodycanﬁnd
fault with it by reason of its failure to be broad enongh.

In other words, Mr. President, the Senator lays down, as broadly
as his language will permit him, the proposition that as to any-
thing which relates to the business of the Senate and within the
jurisdiction of the Senate the Senate has the right to have it on
a request addressed to the President, not a qualified right; and
he emphasizes if by the statement that no one can find fanlt with
that statement on the ground that it is not broad enough; and if
anybody had challenged him to make it still broader, if he had
had it in his power he would have done so, because it was his in-
tention to make it as broad as langnage would permit.

The Senator then goes on as a lawyer and says this:

Is the proposition sound in law?
That is the great question here to-day.

Is the prro?osiﬁop sound in law? I want no other prineiple of law to guide
me td a conclusion in favor of the right of the SBenate to the information upon
that theory than is found in the report submitted by the minority of the
committes and the message which the President has seen fit to transmit. I
call the attention of the Senate to the statement of the law in the report sub-
mjtt.edd‘b th? min%rlty ::i! i.t;h@.‘ Jngiichry (Jommittdae. Itis v%ry and
very ad y made, and is sufficiently broad and accurate for
for which I desire to use it.

Then the Senator proceeds to quote from the minority report:
“The minority admit*—
Reading now from the minority report—

*The minority admit, once for all, that any and every public document,
paper, or record’'—

The Senator from Wisconsin then reading thatreport interjects
this langunage:

Note this, if you please—
‘“on the files of ) t.orinthemamm!motthet’res{d«nt.rsht—
ing to any subject ‘whatever over which either House of C has any
ot e o oo

either House for use e exercise of constitn-
tional powers and jurisdiction.” =

There spoke Pugh, and George, and Jackson, and Vest, and
Coke. Continuing to read from the minority report:

**It is on this clearly defined and well-founded constitutional principle that,
wherever any power is lodged by the Constitution, all incidents follow such
power that are necessary and proper to enable the custodian i
into execution. Whether the power is granted to Con,
or to the President, or any Department or officer of t
the President by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, the princi-
EE;J is as fundamental as the Constitution itself that all the necessary inci-

mofg:h grants wegm%y the grants:}t;d belong to and can heoxel;
cised custodians of such powers, jointly or severally, as they ma;
vested by the Constitution. p .

“It is on the sggoli;mﬁou and enforcement of this

struction that el Congress

rule of con-
House of has the right —

nestioned
erent in the power
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itself to direct the head of any ent or req‘ueat the President to trans-
mit any information in the know e of either—"

Then the Senator from Wisconsin again interjects the words:

Note that—
“or any %I;f.ic or official papers or documents, or their contents, on the files
or in the keeping of either, %rovidet_i such papers ordocuments relate to sub-
jeets, matters, or things in the consideration of which the House ma the
c:_ale use such isi:éll_!ogmatjon, ;_m.g::;. or dot:g?oenctg in the e:l:a_r&se %‘i any

t, power, jurisdiction, or privilege gran n or either House,

:lrg to tgg Prmjdent by and with the nﬂﬁmc;: and consen oefsgﬁe Senate.”

That is the end of the part of the minority report which was then
read in that speech by the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin,
and then he resumed. The Senator from Wisconsin said:

ht to state
@ question

Here, in & lawyer-like way, and in a bold way as lawyers o
their case, the minority, without shuffling or technicality, place
upon this proposition: If the Senateof the United States has any jurisdiction
over the subject-matter to which papers relate, or to which information in
the hands of a Department officer or in the hands of the President relates,
then they say unqualifiedly, and it would seem to be unmistakable law, the
Senate has a right to the inspection of such documents and a right to elicit
such information. The President, placing it upon a little different ground,

izes the same principle, and in doing this he only follows the example
of Washington in somewhat the same language upon the same subject, and
of every Executive from Washington down, thus—

Quoting now from Mr. Cleveland—

“Tothe end that the service may be improved, the Senate Is invited to the
fallest scrutiny of the persons submitted to them for public office, in recogni-
tion of the constitutional power of that body to nvasa and consent to their
appointment. I shall continue, as I have thus far done, to furnish, at the re-
quest of the confirming body, all the information I possess touching the fit-
ness of the nominees placed before them for their action, both when they are
proposed to fill vacancies and to take the place of suspended officials.”

After reading that the Senator from Wisconsin said:

Why? Because under the Constitution the Senate is a factor in the act

eonstituting, on the whole, theappointment of the officer; because, in the lan-

ge of the minority of the committee, the Senate, under the Constitution,
mjnﬁsdictlon over “ the subject-matter.”

Mr. President, as I say, I regret very much that I can not read
the whole speech of the Senator; but on a subsequent occasion,
on the 19th of March, the next day, aswill be found on page 2520
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, the Senator from Wisconsin, ina
discussion of the same resolution, uses this langunage:

Possessing, therefore, the right to call for papers and information from
the executive department of the Government necessary to enable the Senate
1o discharge with fidelity and intelligence its duty under the law in the mat-
tj;*r of removals, it can not forego that right when in its opinion its exercise

necessary.

There is the distinet issue made, and there is the distinet propo-
gition so clearly announced by the Senator from Wisconsin, In
other words, it can not submit to the statement of the President
of the United States that, in his judgment, it is not a matter for
the Senate but a matter for him to determine; that the Senate
‘ can not forego the exercise of this right;"’ that it will not admit
and can not acknowledge the right of the President to say that it
is not entitled to the papers; but that the Senate will insist upon
and maintain its rights. That is the langnage, or rather the sub-
gtance, the meaning, of the language of the Senator from Wis-
consin,

He continues:

It can not suffer, by its acquiescence, the prineiple as to papers, now
asserted by the executive department, to grow into precedent. It is nota
question o;y etiquette, nor is it a question of politics. It is very far above
eitner.

The Senate has ight to & h u the tive or powers of the
Exec‘t?ti\?ga 'ai?ha mmnnqrbgmnm.mad m invigm the prlt};' tives of
the three great coordinate departments of the system under which we live,
as the fathers framed it, is essential to the ency and success of our
Government, Neither should be t to trench upon the other, and
neither may permit any impairment, through aggression or concession, of
its constitntional fa¢ulties and prerogatives.

By which the Senator certamlg meant to say that one of the
prerogatives of the Senate was to determine for itself what papers
it required, and that it would not forego or surrender that pre-
rogative to the Executive. )

The Senator from Wisconsin continued:

The Senate can not yield the principle that in any case or under any cir-
enmstances the files of the Departments, evidencing the conduct of public
offices, be secret from the on, or that any paper or letter bear-
ing upon the conduct of a public office, laced u the fites of an Deg;h—
ment, or in custody of any executive officer, and which ought to P
upon the file of any Department, can, at the will of anybody, even though it
be the President, become personal and subject to removal or destruction.

Mr. President, the langnage of the Senator there was directed
to the particular subject-matter under consideration, but the rea-
goning and the langnage will embrace all matters in an Executive
Department, and asserts, as the prerogative of the Senate, and also
of the House of Representatives—not the Senate exclusively, ex-
cept as to matters within its exclusive or peculiar jurisdiction—
asserts the right of either House of Congress in a matter in which
it has jurisdiction to enter into any executive office; to see any-
thing that is in it; to ask no man’s permission to do so, and to re-
cevive from no man a denial.

Mr. President, I am glad this question has come up. I sat here

yesterday and heard the message from the executive department
responding to a resolution introduced by the Senator from Ten-
nessee [Mr. CarMACK] calling for certain information, in which
the Senate was told that, in the opinion of the Executive, it was
not a proper matter to be sent to the Senate.

Mr. EEAN. Has the Senator from Georgia read the message
of the President of the United States?

Mr. BACON. I only heard it read.

Mr. KEAN. If the Senator would read the letter of the Secre-
tary of the Treasury accompanying the message, I think he would
find a very good reason given for the declination to furnish the
information.

Mr. BACON. I do not care what the reason is,

Mr. KEAN. Tt is a very good one.

Mr. BACON. If the request by the Senate was not qualified,
and was made in the discretion of the Department or of the Presi-
dent, it matters not what the reason is which is assigned for re-
fusal. The reason can properly be conveyed to the Senate before
final action is taken upon the demand of the Senate. If there is
a good reason, it is perfectly proper that the President should send
to the Senate a communication in confidence, that for such and
such reasons he asks that the demand shall not be insisted upon.
Can anybody doubt that, if any proper reason is given in such a
case, the Senate will not respect a suggestion of that kind?

But to refuse is to deny; it matters not whether it be for a good
or a bad reason, the power to refuse is the thing; and if the Presi-
dent has the l1ivoch=.:r fo refuse, he has the power to refuse for a bad
reason as well as for a good one; and when he refuses, it matters
not what is the reason, good or bad, he has, in my opinion, violated
the law and invaded one of the highest prerogatives of Congress,
which is to know everything that relates to this Government—
everything; and if there was another word that was more compre-
hensive than that, I would use it. So it matters not, Mr, Presi-
dent, whether the reason be good or bad. If there was a good
reason why the information should not be given to the Senate, the
proper course would have been, through the proper officer, to have
oor;niunicated to the Senate that such a demand had been made,
and then——

Mr. KEAN. But, Mr. President, thatis just what the President
did; and if the Senator from Georgia will read what the President
sa{g. he will find it out.

r. BACON. But the Senator did not hearme through. Isay
that the proper action to take was to communicate in a proper
way to the Senate that such a demand had been made, and to.
say that for such and such reasons, whatever they may be, in the
opinion of the President it wonld be unwise to furnish the in-
formation, and to ask the Senate not to insist nupon it; but when
he assumes that, in his judgment, that reason is sufficient, and
refuses without more, it matters not whether it is good or bad,
sufficient or insufficient, he can control it. So I say, Mr. Presi-
dent, that if you admit his right in his judgment, upon what he
may consider to be a good reason, to shut the door of a Depart-
ment, the power is unlimited to shut that door upon any judgment
or any reason which he may deem to be sufficient.

Mr. President, that is the exact point that was involved in the
great debate of 1886 in this Chamber; that was the exact point at
issue, and the only point at issue. It was maintained with great
power and ability, and I think with conclusiveness of argument
on the part of the Republicans, that the President did not have
that right; and in the language of the Senator from Wisconsin,
which I have read, it was vigorously contended that it was the
high prerogative of the Senate and that the Senate wounld not
forego it at the behest of any man, be he even the President.

Mr. MITCHELL. Ma.;r I ask the Senator a question?

Mr, BACON. Certainly.

Mr. MITCHELL. Does the Senator from Georgia draw any
distinction between the two cases: In one case where papers are
called for bearing upon the guestion of the removal of a man
from office and, in the other case, where papers are called for in
connection with the consideration of a treaty?

Mr: BACON. None whatever, becausa the principle is abso-
lately the same.

Mr, MITCHELL. Then the Senator does not agree with the
position taken by President Cleveland.

Mr, BACON, Icertainly do not,and I am unqualified in agree-
ing with what was said on that occasion by distinguished Repub-
licans in the debate.

Mr. MITCHELL. Oneotherquestion. The Senator has stated
that that was the only question discussed at that time. There
was another question, and a still more important one in my judg-
ment, which was reported by the Judiciary Committee, discussed
at length, and passed upon, and that was what action should be
taken in the event of the Senate of the United States calling npon
the President of the United States to send papers to the Senate—
for instance, it may have been in the consideration of an appoint-
ment—and the President refused to send the papers. The posi-
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tion of the Republican party at that time was that it was the duty
of the Senate to stop business, to refuse to consider appointments,
and there was quite an extensive controversy over that matter.
Now, I want to ask the Senator from Georgia: Sup the Presi-
dent is called upon for papers and declines to submit them, what
is the remedy?

Mr. BACON. There is none.

Mr, MITCHELL. Isthereanyremedy except by impeachment?

Mr. BACON. Nonewhatever; nor is there any remedy for any
dereliction of duty by the President save only that. But that does
not answer the question; that does not meet my proposition at all.

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr.President, the Senator,Ithink through
inadvertence, has twice said within the last few minutes that the
Senate had made a demand on the President, The Senate always
requests the President.

. BACON. In this case I'will state to the Senator that I am
not incorrect in the use of language, for the reason that I was
discussing a resolution which had been adopted by the Senate,
which was a direction to the Attorney-General, and which was
replied to by the Attorney-General in the name of the President,
so that it was a demand in that case. But in all of the debate to
which I have referred all the Senators spoke of it as a right to
demand or direct a subordinate officer, and a right to receive in-
formation on a request to the President, and a right which they
would not forego.

Mr, GALLINGER. What has puzzled me somewhat as a lay-
man is to differentiate between the demand upon a Cabinet officer
and a request made to the President. It has seemed to me that
the fact that we request the President carries with it the pre-
sumption that he may decline to accede to our request.

Mr. BACON. Not at all. The Senator will pardon meif Ire-
ply in the language of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]
in that regard.

I should like to quote him as to all these matters, and I will
return to what I have already read, in order that I may reply,
in much more felicitous language than I can command, to the
inquiry of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER].
The Senator from Wisconsin had been discussing what is the right
of the Senate: and he said it is the right of the Senate to receive
this information upon the request of any officer, even if it be the
President.

Now, if it is right, of course it is nota matter subject to quali-
fication; it is a right which the Senator saysit *‘ can not forego”—
using that language. I will now read again the last sentence
Whic%l I read from the speech of the Senator from Wisconsin:

The Senate can not yield the principle that in any case or under any eir-
cumstances—

That is certainly pretty broad language—

The Senate can not yield the principle that in any case or under any cir-
cumstances the files of the ents, evidencing the conduct of public
offices, shall be secret from the inspection, or that any paper or letter bear-
ing upon the conduct of a public office, piaced upon _tEe es of nn{eD ri-
o U 1 1r aa s Pl et sy ok Sk williof Rucyionty  even S 16
.gepotia Ifmaident. bgcome personal and subject to mmoy{ml or‘deatrnctioung.

Or subject evidently, according to the context, to the refusal of
the President to communicate it to Congress.

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, that is cer-
tainly very strong and direct langnage; and if we are to accept
that as the correct doctrine, then I apprehend that the phrase-
ology that we request the President, ““if not incompatible with
the public interest,” is a mere matter of courtesy. it?

Mr. BACON. Not altogether so. There are many instances
where the Senate has used that language because they did not
think it of vital importance that they should obtain the informa-
tion; but I think, as a matter of courtesy, it should always be in-
troduced except in a case of extreme urgency.

I do not know that the Senator from New Hampshire heard
what I said in the outset of my remarks, that I am not discussing
this question so much with reference to this particular resolution,
because I have no doubt that, under the assurances already given,
the President will furnish us with all thatis required, but that the
announcement had been made on the other gide of the Chamber
to-day that as to whether or not the President should respond to
any request the Senate might make of him was a matter within his
discretion, and I cited the Senate to the fact that on yesterday,in
response to a resolution previously sent by the Senate directin
one of the officers or the head of one of the Departments to sen
certain information here, we had had a communication from the
President that, in his judgment, it was a matter which ought not
to be communicated to the Senate.

As I just said in replying to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
KEax], it matters not whether the reason which the President
gave was a good one or a bad one, if he has got the right to exer-
cize his judgment as to whether itis good or bad, and to act upon
that right when a direction is thus given by the Senate to the
head of a Department, then he has the right unqualifiedly in every

case to say ‘‘no’’ to any request that may be made for the com-
munication of any information needed by the Senate. Thatisthe
proposition which I make, and which I say has been so ably main-
tained, not by me, but by the distingnished Republican Senators
whosenames I read. I donot think the Senator from New Hamp-
shire was in the Chamber at the time, but I mentioned the names
of George F. Edmunds, GEORGE F. Hoar, William M. Evarts,
John J. Ingalls, and Samuel J. R. McMillan, of Minnesota.

Mr. G INGER. I will say to the Senator, if he will permit
me, that I have been listening with great interest to his very able
address, but I was unavoidably called from the Chamber in the
transaction of public business and did miss a portion of his
speech, which I regret.

Mr, TILLMAN, Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

‘;llf‘.ir BACON. I should like to proceed with my remarks, but I
yield.

Mr, TILLMAN. IwanttosuggesttotheSenator from Georgia,
who has illuminated this subject so fully, an inquiry along this
line: Whether there is not a difference between a request for in-
formation conveyed in the usual courteous langunage—** if in his
judgment not incompatible,” etc.—calling for relatively unim-
portant information, and a resolution calling for information of
much moment. Might there not be some things which the Presi-
dent would feel warranted in sending to us to gointo the RECORD
or to become public property, and some which he would not feel
warranted in sending to us unless it was in the nature of a secret
communication, which would be for our information alone?

Does the Senator not differentiate in that particular? Then, if
in the judgment of the Senate it was still desirable and n.
that it should have the information, I agree with him entirely—it
would have the right to demand that it be sent in confidence.
But does not the Senator differentiate between the ordinary
courteous resolution of inquiry on matters that are not of very
serious moment and those that are vital? .

Mr. BACON. I endeavored to suggest that same idea in re-

to the inquiry of the Senator from New Hampshire.

Now, let me illustrate the orderly way in which this can be
done and ought to be done. I will illustrate it by an occurrence
during the Spanish war. I introduced a resolution directing the
then Secretary of War, the present junior Senator from Michigan
{Mr. ALGER], tocommunicate to the Senate certain information—

have forgotten now exactly what it was—relative tothe defenses
of the southern coast, where people were apprehensive that the
were not prepared to meet the onset which they anticipated.
That resolution was sent to the Secretary of War.

If the proceeding for which the Senators on the other side now
contend had been adopted the Secretary of War would have gone
to Mr. McKinley, and Mr. McKinley would have sent in a mes-
sage saying that in his opinion it was incompatible with the
public interests that that information should ba given. That
would have been a good reason, but still it would have been an
infringement of the prerogatives of the Senate. Instead of that,
the proper course was taken. The Secretary of War sent for the
chairman of the Military Committee of the Senate, General
HAWLEY, and communicated to General HAWLEY the facts which
in his opinion would make it improvident and unwise to commu-
nicate that information to the Senate, even in executive session,
because it might get to the enemy.

General HAWLEY came to me and explained what the Secretary
had said. I recognized at once tha.?:xgis reason was a good one;
and as soon as the Senate met I myself moved that the Senate
withdraw the request, and it was withdrawn. Can anybody doubt
that in any case where there is a good reason for it a similar
course would not be taken?

But, Mr. President, while that course is practicable and works
no harm, whenever you onceset up as a law the right of the Presi-
dent to say peremptorily, ‘I will not give the iﬁ?ormation,” you
give him the right in all cases and under all circumstances to
close the door to the inquiries of the Senate; because if he has the
power in one case, he has it in all, and the question of its exercise
is a question solely in his discretion.

Mr. President, I had no expectation when I rose of occupying
80 much of the time of the Senate, because I really did not feel
physically able to do so, but I want to read a little more of the
debate from which I have been quoting.

‘While the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] made an
argunment in that case which is not surpassed in its ability and
soundness by that made by any other Senator, arguments upon
the same line were made by others of the distingunished men whose
names I have mentioned and by some others whom I have not
mentioned, .

I will read now what Mr. Logan, then a member of the Senate
from Illinois, said. He may not have been as distinguished a
lawyer as some others whose names I have mentioned, but still I
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think he enjoyed the confidence of the people as a man of strong
mentality and as a lawyer of ability. Said Mr. Logan, then a
Senator from Ilinois—and I read from page 2799 of the same vol-
ume from which I have been reading:

If the ﬂgeo;;‘lﬁ through their representatives can not have access to the
records of the country, on the general theory that they are the source of
power, when such records or documents are requested to aid in the perform-
ance of & duty incombent npon them in their coordinate capacity, where is
such a theory to carry us if it is followed up?

And that is the important inquiry,

‘We have been told for years by our o&poneuts that the concentration of
power was one of our objects; that our theories as well as the character of
our legislation proved this to be the design of our party—

Referring to the Republican party—

that this had been increasing and growing from

of thabGovemme;;d w.‘%sut;eing plmddin tl.)hedh:n

were being stri of their power day by 5
I uhun.lcf like If,m- any Senator to tell me— :

I hope Senators will listen to this language—

I should like for any Senator to tell me what greater concentration of

wer has been shown during the existence of this Government than the at-
mnpt made by the President of the United States to take into his own hands
the right to allow or not the people of this country through their repre-
sentatives to examine public records, documents, and mets as he sees

oper. Suppose the man guilty of frand; sup he has been guilty of em-

ement; suppose he is charged with any offense; will the Presidentof the

United States say, when we send for the pa to examine into the conduct
of his office to see how it has been ma because he has suspended this
man, the Congress of the United States 1 not examine the paperst
Will you say that? BSuppose the Senate of the United States organizesa
committee of investigation to-day and calls upon the President of the
United States, the A -General, the Secretary of the Treasury, the
Postmaster-General, or any other head of a Department, for pa in con-
nection with the case either for or agrinst the man accused, it be said
that the Senate of the United States can not have those papers? If so, wh
refused? Would it be on the ground that they are private documents?
that the ground?

But, Mr. President, the same argument might be used as to
any other information which Congress might need in the conduct
of its business, There is no argument which conld be used in
favor of the right of the Senate to see any paper connected with
the question of an office where the incumbent was under investi-

tion, or where inquiry was to be made concerning him, which
Eﬂoes not apply with equal force and conclusiveness as to any other
subject-matter relating to the Government about which Congress
asks information, and there is no reason why the President shounld
be clothed with a power to shut the door for one purpose which
would not give him an equal power, if he saw fit to exercise it,
for another purpose, and it may be either in the same Department
or another Department of the Government.

I will read further from Senator Logan.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What page?

Mr. BACON. Page 2799 of the same volume:

If this theory is to be carried out—

That is, the right of the President to deny access to any paper or
any document or any information in one of the Departments—

If this theory is to be carried ont, the head of a Department might suppress
papers that would convict his friends; he might suppress papers that would
convict criminals; he might suppress papers that would conviet himsalf if he
be corrupt enough, and this merely upon the ground that they were private

rs and could not be given out. Suq;’:)ae papers charging men with vio-

tions of law, charging them with robbery, with theft, wit. i
arson, no matter what crime, came to the retn;iof the Treasury as a let-
ter directed to him making these charges, becanse the letter is writien to him
and not officially, but is filed with the pa in the archives of the Govern-
ment, when the Se 1ls on him for

to year; that the power
of the few; that the pecple

nate cal ose papers he says, “It is a private
letter. Ishallnotgiveitto the Senate or the &:ngress of &:'United !E; 2
though on the files,

‘Would not that be wwdﬂ%&p crime under the guise of private tga on
the ground that they will not deliver documents to the Congress of the Enited
States that might involve in eriminal proceedings some individual who hap-
pens to be an ial of the Government and friend of the Secretary?

Of course, Mr, President, the same illustration can be used as
to any other information which Congress may desire as to any
subject-matter about which it wishes information in the disharge
of its great and high duty.

There are numbers of other quotations I might make, but I will
read from Mr. Evarts, a great constitutional lawyer. Thisis to

be found on 2742 of the same volume. I will not read the
whole of it. I should like to do so, but I will only read the most
pertinent part.

That great lawyer, Mr. President, comes down to this distinct
Eglzestion, and it is a great question in the case, as in the case of
e difference between the Senate and the President upon the
uestion of the communication of information to the Senate. In
that case of difference who is to determine it, the Senate or the
President? That is the question which was in that. great debate,
and one mpon which that eminent man made these utterances
which I am now to read:
It is said in the first place— .
That is, by the opponents—

It is said in the first place, and thus the

roposition of the committee is
sought to be avoided, that the papers call

for can by no means touch any

matter subject to the public action of the Senate. Let uslook a moment at
that on. Whois to determine in the first place that on a topic which
the tehnst.odownhrthasnrightmthemspacuonandusaotgmmmm
the Departments, but it has no such right when the Senate can not possibly
touch or deal with any subject-matter to which those papers relate! Who
is to determine in the : instance that the SBenate may or may not explore
ﬂ:;l make use of papers thatare on file? Certainly the Senate is the judge of
t.

What does he mean? The guestion at issue was whether the
Senate was the judge when the President desired that informa-
tion should not be given or whether the President was in that
case the judge; and Mr. Evarts says:

Certainly the Senate is the judge of that.

The Senate, as a component q&rt of the leﬂshtﬂra represented in Con:
is not of limited jurisdietion. It is not confined to this or that topic. t-
ever touches, in the language of one of the clauses of the Constitution, the
common defense and the general welfare belongs to the two Houses of Con-

. When, therefore, either House under its responsibilities and under
ﬂe determination of a constitutional majority of votes on any subject in
either of thess Houses undertakes itself to deal with public documents and

pers in the Departments, it deals with what belo to the (Government of
{ﬁe United States for nse by the Co of the United States, and upon its
judgment of what its duties, its faculties, and its proposed actions relate to.

Mr, President, could language be more explicit and more com-
prehensive than that? Irepeatit. He says thatit acts—
n‘plg:: itt.i:o judgment of what its duties, its faculties, and its proposed actions
relate to.

In other words, it does not act upon what the President may
think its duties, its faculties, and its powers may be, but that the
Senate is the one to judge what are its faculties, it duties, and its
powers, and that all these docnments are not the docnments of
the President of the United States, but of the Government of the
United States, and the Senate was entitled to the inspection of
each and ?11, and that ithia fcn; it to 1’deterrin;]ifne whether the in-
spection of any paper or the getting of any information is in ac-
cordance with the proper djscﬁrge of its duties underits facnlties
and under its powers.

Thus spoke the great lawyer, and I resf upon him and not apon
what I may feebly say:

for the ‘limjnﬂ i i
wh%gdthgogono:gs o!m tgnig gguh%dth%t;‘.;aie have &um-wp:p;rrm
file, that there is a preliminary judgment to be exercised and to be final, and
to be under the unlimited range of discretion and of personal judgment of
the President, whether or mtngm papers that are described and exist ason

the files or on deposit in the Departments are on the face of them papers that
belong to the uses and for the purposes of the duty of the Houses of Congress,

He announces that as a great and startling proposition, and it
isa great and startling proposition, and dark will be the day when-
ever it comes to be recognized as the law of this land that the
President of the United States is vested with power to say what
papers or what information Con shall have, and that if the
reason, in his judgment, is sufficient he can close the door to that
information and say ‘*no* to the demand of Congress.

The learned Senator and great lawyer, Mr. Evarts, continues:

Where is thjlzogreliminm line to be drawn? Who is to be patient under
it* Whoisto in the face the two Houses of Congress in the illimitable
range of their duty, deu]ibxtl’ﬁ in the matters of the Departments, d with
the matters there deposited and there preserved for the Government for its
u.sgi;ur ;ction in reference to the Government, and for no other purpose
w ver?

Who is at liberty to sift and cull out of these papers thus deposited, and to
be accorded this prejudgment of the action of the two Houses of Congress?
‘Who is to be this arbiter between the Government and the Congress to de-
termine what be given and what shall be withheld?

1 should like to find votes cast here on the other side of this alley upon that
preliminary question.

I will say to the Senator that if T had been here nundoubtedly I
would have voted with the Republicans on that issue; and, Mr.
President, I desire to eay, so far as it has been within my power,
I have always contended for the prerogatives of the Senate, The
first speech I ever made in this Chamber upon that subject was
taking issue with a Democratic President when, in my opinion, his
action invaded the prerogatives of the Senate. I will read that
sentence again:

I should like to find votes cast here on the other side of this alley upon that
preliminary question.

He proceeds:

Give us the premises of the ers of the two Houses of Congress under
the Constitution that are not ted here—I mean the general powers—
ive us the constitution of the Departments; give us the arrangements of
w regulating the action of these Departments; give us the fact that the
papers we seek for are in thgatmmﬂnn of the Department of Justice and the
Attornoy-General can lay hand npon them, and then after that a per-
emptory instruction of the President can follow out these deposits and select
from them those that are suitable for the inspection of the Houses; let it be
conceded that it is not thus to be arbitrarily, thus capriciously, thus unduti-
fully discharged by the President in this prelimi authority; let it ba
agreed that he means to send to the two Houses all that are useful and perti-
nent to every public use, how do you by that proposition but advance the

most monstrous doctrine under the Constitution—

Listen to this, Senators!—
advance the most monstrous doctrine under the Constitution that the Presi-
dent is the judge of what the duty of the two Houses of Congress relates to,
and the further question of what the papers would have to say and to show
and to decide whether they were or were not important and interesting to
%he t:roHousesuf Congress on the very matters that the Congress has au-
hority over.
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I could continue those quotations to a very great extent, but I
have read enough to show what was the attitude of the Repub-
lican party upon that question and what was the constitutional
view of these great lawyers who then ornamented this Chamber.
I do not feel that I can add to it.

But, Mr, President, there is one matter that this question closely
relates to, and that is the power of the Executive and the unlim-
ited power which such a concession would make to him.

Now, as illustrative of that, I want to say that that learned
coterie of Senators who made the of the committee, signed
by them individually—George F. Edmunds, John J. Ingalls, Wil-
liam M. Evarts, GEoRGE F. Hoagr, S. J. R. McMillan, and James
F. Wilson—were so impressed with the fact that it was the claim
of a power which wounld be most dangerous to the institutions of
this Government, that if conceded there was no limit to be set to
the Executive power—so impredsed were they with that that they
not only made this most elaborate and able and laminous report,
but they set out as an exhibit the report inade to the House of
Representatives in the Twenty-seventh Congress, when a similar
question was up.

It is called Appendix B. House Report 945, Twenty-seventh |

Congress, second session, That related to the removal from
office of Henry H. Sylvester.

I myself would not as an illustration of the danger of Executive

“power now bring this report to the attention of the Senate asa
warning against the encroachments of Executive power, because,
while I might considerit pertinent, I recognize that if I did so, it
might be construed as an extreme action on my partand my mo-
tive might be misconstrued into an intention to give offense to
the Executive.

That pmmse I not only disclaim, but say that I would not even
venture to have it read, but that it is the report of these eminent
Republicans when they were resisting the claim of power by a
Democratic President, and in which they were so impressed with
the dangers to this Government in the absorption of all power by
the Executive that they solemnly set out, as a partof their re-

rt, this report made to the House of Representatives in the

'wenty-seventh Congress.

I will not burden the REcORD with reading all of it, but I am

gging to read, not as applicable, I distinctly say, not by inference,

t emphatically, in any manner to the present Executive, but
simply as the utterance of these great and conservative Repub-
licans as to the danger of unlimited power when wielded by the
Executive.

Mr, President, it is a long report, and the whole of it is decid-
edly interesting, quoting Mr. Webster and others on that sub-
ject, but I will read simply an extract from page 17, and I will
state that it is in this same document, Report 135, Forty-ninth
Congress. I will read an extract on 17, in which is quoted
an extract from a rt made by Mr. ton to the Senate of
the United States embracing in part this subject—the guestion
of the absorption of power by the Executive. And I repeat that
what I have said ¥y is in no manner personal.

I have no special interest in this particular resolution, and if
the matter had been limited to this particular resolution I would
not have uttered a word, and all that I say is in npholding to the
extent of my feeble power the prerogative of the Senate and the
House and the denial of the right of the Executive, I care not
whether he be a Democrat or a Republican, to say ‘‘No," per-
emptorily and finally, to any demand which may be made upon
him by either House of Congress for information as to any mat-
ter properly within their jurisdiction and to be used in the dis-
charge of theéir duty.

. Now, with that disclaimer of course I can not be misunderstood
in reading this extract. Itis simply upon the general question,
.and in my opinion relates as much to the danger to this Govern-
ment when one party is in power as when the other is in power:

In 1826 Mr. Benton made a report to the Senate, embracing, in part, this
subject, which ought to be carefully read by every American. In that paper
we find this powerful passage:

Now I guote from the report of Mr. Benton:

“The King of England is* the fountain of honor;’ the Presidentof the United
States is the source of patronage. He presides over the entire system of Fed-
eral appointments, jobs, and contracts. He has power over the ‘support’
of the individuals who administer the a;'stem He makes and unmakes
them. Hechooses from the circle of his friends and supportm:ﬁlmd may
dismiss them, and, upon all the En‘ipcfplaa of human aections, he dismiss
them as often as they disappoint his expectations.

“There may be exceptions, but the truth of the general rule is proved by
the exception. The intended check and control of the Senate, without new
constitutional or statutgly provisions, will cease to operate. Patronage will
penetrate this body, subdue its capacity of resistance, chain it to the car of
power, and enable the President to rule as easily and much more securely

th than without the nominal check of the Senate.

“If the President himself was the officer of the mle. elected by them and
responsible to them, there wounld be less danger this concentration of
a.ll&ower in his hands; but it is the business of statesmen to act upon things
as they are and not as they would wish them to be. We must lougurcrwnrd
to the time when the public revenue will be doubled '—

This was in 1826, and of course that proportion has been very
largely exceeded—
“when the eivil and military officers of the Government will be quadrupled;
when its inflnence over individuals will be multiplied to an indefinite extent;
when the nomination of the President can carry nng man through the Senm&
and his recommendation can carry any measure gh the two Houses
Congress; when the principle of public action will be open and avowed—the
President wants my vote, and I want his patronage; I will vote as he wishes,
and he will give me the office I wish for. What will this be but the govern-
ment of one man? And what is the government of one man but a monarchy?

“Names are nothing. The nature of a thing is in its substa and the
name soon accommodates itself to the substance. Those who make the Presi-
dent muost anpmlrt him. Their political fate becomes identified, and they
must stand or together. Right or wrong, they must support him, etc.”

Then this report gces on to say:

All this was prophecy then. It is now history.

Mr. President, I must apologize to the Senate, for I recognize
that it is due it for having occupied so much of its time; but I
agree with what was said by the Senator from Wisconsin in the -
former debate, that it is a most serious and grave question, one,
according as it may be finally determined, very fundamental and
far-reaching in its consequences, and for these reasons I have
ventured, while taking some part of the time in my own argument,
to call the attention of the gemate and the country somewhat at
length to the arguments of the distinguished Republican Senators
whose speeches I have read in part out of the RECORD,

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the Senator from
[Mr. Bacon] has addressed so much of his observations to me
and to what I have said—

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will pardon
me for correcting him,

Mr, SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. BACON. I havenot directed any of my arguments tohim.
I simnply used what be had said on a former occasion as presenting
the argnment more strongly than I could.

Mr. SPOONER. I wish to make a brief reply to the Senator
from Georgia.

The statesman of the old day who prophesied that this wounld
get to be a one-man Government made a prophecy which hasnot
been fulfilled and which, I think, never will be fulfilled. I have
no fear of any Executive encroachment upon the Senate or the
House, So faras my knowledge of public affairs goes, the Execu-
tive has always, with perhaps here and there an exception, treated
Congress, and each branch of Congress, with respect and courtesy.

If there has been at any time any want of courtesy in—I will
not say by, but in—one branch of the Government toward
another, it has been in the Congress toward the President, not in
any utterance of the President concerning Congress or any of its
Members.

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me?

Mr, SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. BACON. The Senator uses the words *the President.”
I do not know whether he refers to any particular President.

Mr, SPOONER. No; I refer to any President.

Mr, BACON, I wantfosay, and I call the Senate to witness,
that what I have had to say has been in no sense personal—

Mr. SPOONER. Iknow that.

Mr, BACON. Asto any President. j

Mr. SPOONER. I never knew the Senator from Georgia to
utter a discourteons word of any President, or of anybtl;gl Pl
did not have the slightest reference to him.

Mr. BACON. Buf others who did not hear all I have said
?Jig]ét construe the Senator's words as implying that he thought

ad.

Mr, SPOONER. I did not have the slightest reference to the
Senator from Georgia.

I have heard in the Senate within a week obs-rvations about
the President of the United States and hissnp personal char-
acteristics which if uttered by the President of the United States
as to any member of this body wonld be resented from one end of
the country to the other. No President in his official acts is en-
titled to immunity from criticism. He is entitled to respectful
criticism, and in the Senate more than anywhere else on earth,
because under the Constitution of the United States this is the
body which in the last analysis tries Presidents, and sits in judg-
ment upon them and their right to continue in office.

So I do not hesitate to say (and I have had the same feeling as
to remarks which in the past I have heard here about the Su-
preme Court of the United States) that in the Senate no word
ought to be nttered in spirit or manner which could be personal
or offensive either to the tribunal which sits in the Capitol or to
whomever happens, for the time being, to discharge the duties of
President.

Now, the Senator from Georgia has read elaborately from a
speech which I had the honor to make when 1 first entered this
body many years ago. I have not read it for fifteen years.

Mr. BACON. Iam sure the Senator can not improve on it.

" Mr. SPOONER. The fenator is always complimentary to me,
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Mr. BACON. And justly so.

Mr. SPOONER. I thank him for that; but I notice that when
he reads some speech of mine which he thinks is inconsistent with
some other or position which I am taking he emphasizes

uite as much as he compliments. That is his nght. I t.hmht
ghat speech, when I made it, was the best speech I ever could e.

I am surprised on listening to it to discover that it was as good
as it seems to me now to be. Nor do I find anything in if, save
one thing, which is inconsistent, in mgejudgment, with the atti-
tude which I take to-day. I should be very sorry if in all the
years which have passed since then I had not learned some things
about the law and about the usages and necessities of government.

That debate was predieated upon the tenure-of-office act, by
which Congress had undertaken to limit the President’s power of
removal from office. I think I stated in that speech the opinion
that that act was not constitutional. At any rate, it had alwa;
been a subject of doubt. It provided that the President might
suspend a man from office, but the officeholder was to continue
in office where his term was fixed until the Senate had made of
that suspension a removal by confirming the nomination of a suc-
CEssor,

I can not now look at the speech, but from some things which the
Senator read and inaccord with my recollection, I criticised the ac-
tion of the Attorney-Geeneral in declining to furnish the informa-
tion becanse we did not wish it for use in the discharge of a con-
stitutional duty, but wished it for some other purgose. That I
took to be insulting. I have not changed my mind at all about
that. If the Senate has a right in its legislative capacity or in
any capacity to information, it is not for the President to say
whether it is wanted for a legitimate purpose or what he deems
an illegitimate purpose.

The proposition I made there, and enforced, of the power of
either House of Congress to investigate the Departments and to
call for information, for letters, papers of all descriptions, for
everything tending to disclose the conduct of the Government, I
do not altogether agree to now; but as a general proposition I
insist upon it to-day as strongly as I did then.

I always have regarded that controversy with Mr. Cleveland as
not only a fruitless one, but one hardly worthy the great struggle
which was made over it.

I am not willing to say to-day, as language I used in that speech
would seem toindicate I thought then, that npon every request the
President is bound to furnish in the first instance a specific an-
swer; that he is obliged to send to the Senate any document from
the Interior Department, the Treasury Department, the Depart-
ment of Justice, or the War Department which Congress, or
either House of Congress, may eee fit to call for.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Or from his own correspondence.

Mr. SPOONER. I will get tothat. I think there are excep-
tions to that rule. I think if the House or the Senate should
adopt a resolution calling upon the President to transmit the re-
ports of the secret service of the Treasury Department, the Presi-
dent would be in the highest degree subject to criticism if he
transmitted them. " )

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques-
tion?

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. :

Mr. BACON, In such a case which does the Senator think
would be the proper attitude for the President to occupy and the
proper course for him to pursue, to send a peremptory refusal to
Congress—or to the Senate rather, Ishould say—or that he should
address to it a communication setting forth reasons why it ought
not to make the request?

Mr. SPOONER. I thank the Senator from Georgia for his
question, for it brings me to an observation which I wish to make.
The President first, let me say, ought not to transmit it. It would
not be in the public interest that he should comply with that re-

uest. They are detectives. They are eﬁloring the country to
3iscover frauds upon the Treasury, upon the Government, coun-
terfeiting, forgeries, conspiracies against the life of the President
o i it anl Wl HavesHintions Gopaad T
pon their reports and their investigations depend, perhaps,
life—certainly great financial loss and certainly the apprehension
and conviction of crimi . There is not a man, woman, or
child in the United States who would not say that documents of
the kind indicated are confidential and that the public interest
from civery standpoint requires that they should remain confi-
dential.

Now, what is the decent thing to do? Where Congress desires
information which in its nature may be confidential, should it bea
request or a demand that it be furnished, putting the Presidentin
the attitude in regllj;nof a peremptory refusal, putting him where
it may be said of him that he has defied the Congress, or is it the
polite and the fair position that the Senate or the House should
recognize the character of the document, should recognize the
fact that it is confidential in its nature, and that a public interest

might or might not be injured by a refusal to transmit it, and to
incorporate in the resolution the qualification, *‘if in his judg-
ment not incompatible with the public interest?

Mr, BACON. Will the Senator permit me?

Mr. SPOONER, Yes,

Mr. BACON, I entirely agree with the Senator. I think the
latter is the proper course. -

Mr. SPOONER. That is all we have been contending for as to
this resolution.

Mr. BACON, Oh,no; I beg pardon. I am not discussing this
resolution.

Mr, SPOONER. Iam.

Mr. BACON, Iam discussing the general statement made by
the Senator and others, the guestion as to whether or not infor-
mation required by Congress shall be the ultimate decision of the
President or of Congress. .

Mr, SPOONER. We have not got to that.

Mr, BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment—

Mr. SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. BACON. I distinctly stated—I do not know whether the
Senator was in his seat at the time I made the statement or not—
that I thought in all cases except in a case of great urgency it is
entirely proper to put the language in, and that it is only where
Congress should come to the conclusion that it is of paramount
importance and peremptory in its nature that it should not put in
the qualification.

I think that in nine hundred and ninety-nine cases out of a
thousand that language should be used; and I think that wher-
ever the language is not used it is perfectly consistent with pro-
priety and a proper respect to the Senate that the President should
communicate to the Senate respectfullythe fact that in his opinion
it onght not to be communicated, and give his reasons; and it is
not to be assumed for a moment that under such circumstances
the Senate would ever insist.

But I am simply on the abstract question which was discussed
in the great debate in 1886, as to whether the President has the
final power to say to Congress, whenever it calls for a paper or for
information, *“ I will not give it, because in my judgment it ought
not to be given.”

Mr, SPOONER. We never got to the final question in that
transaction, nor have we approached it now as to this transaction.
I am attempting to reply—

Mr. CULBERSON. . Mr, President——

Mr, SPOONER. If my friend will allow me, for I do not wish
to take any time to-morrow—

Mr. CULBERSON. I simply want to ask the Senator one
question.

Mr. SPOONER. Well.

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator hasbeen illustrating with the
subject of secret service, men clothed by the different Depart-
ments with duties to execute the law of the United States. By
the Constitution of the United States it is made the duty of the
President to see that the laws are faithfully executed. Neither
House of Congress is associated with him in that requirement.

On the contrary——
I thought the Senator wanted to ask mea

Mr, SPOONER.
question. :

Mr. CULBERSON. I will ask it. On the contrary, in the
matter at hand, the President and the Senate are clothed with
the duty which we are seeking to perform, and I ask the Senator
if there is not a broad and well-defined distinction between the
right of the Senate to inquire into the execution of the law by the
President, and to inquire into the correspondence between him
and tfor;eign governments with respect to our joint duty to make
treaties!

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, Mr. President, there isa distinction, but
the distinction is not in the line which the Sznator attempts to
draw it, in my judgment. I think that asa rule as tothe Depart-
ments, which Congress creates and which Congress can abolish,
and which are administered under laws enacted by Congress, in
nine hundred and ninety-nine out of a thousand cases we should
do what we have done. 'We should, when we wish information,
direct the head of the Department to send it. I think itis in few
cases, relatively, that this qualification should be inserted.

The Senator from Georgia criticises the President for the re-
sponse to the resolution of a day or two ago as if it invaded some
prerogative of the Senate. My friend had not read the messle;ie
which embodies the resolution sent to the President, nor, I think,
had he read the reply. And that brings me back to the distinc-
tion which I was attempting to make and the gualification which
experience leads me to make in the remarks which I made many
years ago on this subject.

This was known by the Senate, and the point was raised here,
to be a confidential communication. as a rule, for which the Senate
was asking, and there was included in the resolution these words:
**If not in his opinion incompatible with the public interest’’ to
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inform the Senate soand so. The Secretary of the Treasury writes
a letter to the President giving the reasons why in his opinion that
report should not be made public, and the President adopts it.

r. BACON. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me?

Mr. SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. BACON. Inever doa wrong but what I am ready to cor-
rect it. I did not notice that that provision was in the resolution.

Mr. SPOONER. I said you did not notice it.

Mr. BACON. I simply heard it read from the desk.

Mr. SPOONER. I said you did not notice it.

Mr. BACON. I thought it did not contain that provision and
that it was addressed to one of the heads of Department. Isitnot?

Mr. SPOONER, Yes.

Mr. BACON. I think the resolution was changed after it was
introduced. Am I not correct in that?

Mr, SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. KEAN. The resolution was changed.

Mr. BACON. I was not familiar with that fact. I heard the
resolutiolllx a%gt was introduced, and it was addressed to the Secre-
tary of the 2

ﬁr. SPOONBEEIIEWY%.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me—

Mr. SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. BACON. T recognize the fact that in this particular in-
stance the response of the President was entirely proper,

Mr. SPOONER. Very good, Now—

Mr. BACON. Iam speaking of the general proposition. If it
had been otherwise, the Senator will contend it would be proper
in the absence of that langnage. 8

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Georgia admits my con-
tention by his interruption. I knew he must do so. I did not
impute to him any willingness at all to be unjust to the Presi-
dent. . He admits my contention, Mr. President, that where the
paper for which the Senate desires to make request is in its na-
ture a confidential paper, and if it is left by the resolution to the
judgment of the President as to whether it can with due regard
to the public interest be made public, and he withholds it upon
the ground that the public interest wounld beinjured by publicity,
he is respectful to the Senate.

Mr. BACON. Nobody has ever contended otherwise.

Mr. SPOONER. If, on the other hand, that is omitted from
the resolution and the President, with the same opinion as to the
public interest, sends back a message that in his judgment the
public interest requires that it should not be made public, he
wonld be liable to the criticism which the Senator from Georgia,
in ignorance of the true character of this resolution, passed upon
this very message.

That is one reason why I have thought that the Senate always,
in legislative session and in executive session, in requesting the
President by resolution to send to this body a paper in its nature
confidential, should insert in it this qualification, so as thereby
to protect the President, whatever his politics may be, from criti-
cism as to having sharply closed the door without reason to an
inquiry of this body.

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me
to interrupt him for a moment?

Mr. SPOONER. Yes.

Mr, GORMAN. Does the Senator from Wisconsin hold that
under the act organizing the Treasury Department, where Con-
gress has reserved the exclusive power, without passing through
the office of the Executive, the same rule applies to that Depart-
ment which he is now arguning as to other Departments and as to
the President himself?

Mr, SPOONER. The Treasury Department?

Mr. GORMAN, Yes, the Treasury Department.

Mr. SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. GORMAN. Under the act organizing that Department
we have distinctly and broadly provided——

Mr. SPOONER. That they shall report to Congress.

Mr. GORMAN. The right to bring the Secretary of the Treas-
ury direct before either House of Congress. Does the Senator
think that this rule should apply to that Department?

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator contend that we have not
the right to bring any of the Secretaries, except the Secretary of
£tate, within certain limits——

Mr. GORMAN. No. -

Mr. SPOONER. Before our committees to answer questions?

Mr. GORMAN. No; I do not.

Mr, SPOONER. No; nordo L.

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator will remember, as well as I do,
that special provision was made regarding the one who holds the
purse strings, and that he was made directly amenable to Congress
and required to report directly to this body.

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, that is his annual report?

Mr, GORMAN, Yes.

Mr. SPOONER. He reports to Congress; but what has thatto
do, if I may ask, with deference to the Senafor from Maryland,
with the question which I am discussing? He is an administra-
tive officer. He is executing the laws of the United States which
relate to the Treasury, and he has to do with a great many trans-
actions which in the interest of the public are secret, and as to
which the public interest would be destroyed if he were obliged
upon the demand of either House to transmit them to Congress,

Mr. GORMAN. If never has been held so.

Mr. SPOONER. Italways ou%JhBttobeheld s0. Inotherwords,
Mr, President, I maintain only this, that where the nature of the
communication or the report which is called for iz confidential,
inherently confidential, the President, who under the Constitution
is charged with the general administration of the law, who selects
his Cabinet officers, who is held responsible for the manner in
which they discharge their duties, ought to have an opportunity,
in response to a demand from Congress, without being subject to
animadversion as contemning a tgjr:rogative of either House, to
say in reply, in my judgment, ‘‘ this is not compatible with the
public interest.”” That is all there is to it.

Iwill take the War Department, which the Senator from Georgia
referred to a while ago. Suppose we had reason to apprehend
trouble with some foreign government, and we a resolu-
tion directing the Secretary of War to inform the Senate, or the
House, if it passed such a resolution, how much ammunition the
Government of the United States had in store and how much conld
from day to day be supplied; would not the President of the
United States, be justified, if, in his judgment—and he would
know better, for it is his business to conduct our foreign relations,
and his alone under the Constitution; he would know better than
either House of Congress could know whether that information
given to the public would not be detrimental to the public inter-
ests—in declining to furnish, because to make it public wounld, in
his jndgment, be incompatible with the public interest?

Suppose he were called upon to inform the Senate or the House
in a public way as to the condition of our coast defenses, wonld
not the same observation be true as to that? Suppose the Secre-
tary of the Navy were called upon to inform the world of the loca-
tion of every ship in our fleet. All I say about that is, not that
Congress may not properly ask for the information, but it is tha
the President, in his judgment—and he must be the judge, pri-
marily, at least—has the power to say from his larger knowledge
of the gituation: ““ It is, in my opinion, incompatible with the
public interests that this information be given to the world.”

Now, tell me whether in such case it is not the polite, the fair,
and the decent thing to put that qualification in the resolution, in
order that the President may, without criticism, just or unjust,
in compliance with the resolution itself, say: ‘“It is, in my judg-
ment, incompatible with the public interests.’’

Take the Department of Justice, which is charged with all the
lawsnits in the United States. In the speech from which the Sen-
ator from Georgia quoted I spoke too broadly, in my judgment.
I know it now better than I knewit before, for I know mora about
the Government.

Could we, although we created the Department and we may
abolish it by law if we choose to do so, drag out from the Depart-
ment of Justice all the papers, reports, and documents which the
Senate or the House of Representatives might wish to inspect?

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, the question of
policy is one thing and the question of right is another.

Mr. SPOONER. Iam ta?.king, Mr, President, about the ques«
tion of decency.

Mr. BACON. Ah, that is all very well; but that does not an-
swer the argunment, Mr, President, and the Senator knows that

" | as well as anyone. E

Mr. SPOONER. I know this, Mr. President, that the Presi-
dent of the United States who was asked by either House of Con-
gress to make public papers which, under his oath and from his
better knowledge, he knew would injure those public interests
would be unfit for his place if he did not decline to do so.

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator think that the President ought
to peremptorily decline?

Mr. SPOONER. Ah——

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I hope he will let
me ask my question.

Mr. SPOONER. Very well.

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator think the President ought to
peremptorily decline, or ought he nof to communicate to the House
asking for the information hisreasons why the request should not
be preferred or insisted upon?

Mr. SPOONER. I think he ought to be put in a position where
he isnot obliged to peremptorily decline. I think (?o?ngrm ought
to re:cogm'zp the fact that the public interests may be served only
by his declining and so word its resolution as that he may do his

duty without having the word *‘ peremptorily** applied to him.
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Mr, TILLMAN, Mr, President— :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis-
consin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? -

Mr. SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. TILLMAN. Doesthe Senator think that the President can
legitimately or properly or decently claim that he has the public
welfare more a® heart than has the Senate when he communicates
with us in secret?

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir; I do not claim that any branch of
the Government has the public welfare more at heart than an-
other branch of the Government. But I do claim this; that so
far as the duties of the President are concerned, he knows more
about the public interests within his domain than the other
branches of the Government may know as to those things that
are confidential.

Mr. TILLMAN, Well, then—

Mr. SPOONER. Heknows better, Mr. President, what are the
conditions of our foreign relations than the world may know.
One reason why the Confederation was found to be weak was
that the Congress was the organ of communication with for-
eign governments. One reason, Mr, President, that-the sole con-
duct of our foreign relations, when the Constitution was adopted,
was placed in the President was that it should be deposited in
one source because of the secrecy and the
which might be necessary in order to subserve the public interests.

Mr. LMAN. Mr. President——

Mr. SPOONER. We might just as well say, Mr. President, if
we called upon the President when war was approaching to re-
port to Congress what his plans of campaign were or when the war
shonld be declared, that he would not be justified in declining to
transmit such information. I donot favor any more than does
the Senator from Georgia the relinquishment by this body of omne,
however small it may be, of its prerogatives.

I do not think that any Department of the Government should
be permitted in anywise to invade another—judicial, legislative,
or executive—but I do repudiate the notion that there may not
be in the conduct of public affairs transactions and information
which, for the safety of the conntry—and that was the pm;ﬁoseof
the Constitution—may not be kept close in the mind of the Ex-
ecutive.

Mr, TILLMAN. Mr. President—

Mr. SPOONER. I hope my friend will permit me to get
hlmtl}rongh. However, I do not know how I can refuse to yield to

Mr, TILLMAN. Mr. President, I was trying to bring the Sen-
ator, if I could, to the question at issne——

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave been getting there. [Laughter.]

Mr, TILLMAN. And that is, the right of the Executive to deny
to the Senate, which is the coordinate branch of the freaty-mak-
ing power, information which will enable it to determine whether
or not it will ratify his action as Executive in having negotiated
a treaty. That is the point, and that is the only point here,

Mr. SPOONER. That is not the point.

Mr. TILLMAN. Andallof thishigh-flown—I donot want tonse
any offensive word, but the Senator is so eloquent, is o earnest,
is so adroit, and can so eus as to * make the worse appear
~ the better reason,’” that I like to get him back to the ground—

];ll;lr. SPOONER. Iwish I could only persuade you once in a
while.

Mr. TILLMAN. Whenever you are right you can persuade
me without the least trouble.

Mr. SPOONER. No,Mr. President, the Senator does not state
the point that is at issne in this debate. It is nof a question of
what the Senate has the right to demand of the President. That
is not the point in debate, although we have been debating it.
The point in debate is this: What form shall a resolution take in
the Senate which calls upon the President for information inher-
ently confidential? That is the point.

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will pardon me for saying
that has not been the point which I discussed.

Mr. SPOONER. It has not been. I agree to that.

Mr. BACON. It hasnot been. I expressly disclaimed that I
had sole reference to this particular resolution.

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I want to say
that I myself have expressly disclaimed, not only for myself, but
for all of us on this side of the Chamber, any purpose or intention
to insinnate or to do anything which would reflect on the Presi-
dent’s integrity of purpose or his patriotism. We merely want
certain facts. A

My, SPOONER. Iam not belittling or insulting the Presi-
dent of the United States by defending his Egriotism or his in-
tegrity. He needs no defense as to either. t is not the ques-

tion.
Mr. TILLMAN. Then the question is whether we on this side
have endeavored to treat him with discourtesy.
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Mr. SPOONER. Iam not talking about you. I am talkin
about the general proposition. z .
Mr, TIL . Iam ing about the resolution which was

presented from this side, on which we are asking the action of .
the Senate, which calls for certain information in regard to this
treaty—that and nothingmore. If I understand the Senator from
Wisconsin, he contends that there is a discourtesy here. We dis-
claim it; we deny it.

Mr. SPOONER. I did not contend that. This is an abstrac-
tion. That is the truth about it.

My proposition is this: It is not made simply to this matter, for
this resolution ought not to have been here, in my judgment, in
the open Senate, it is made upon the principle—and it isintended to
be addressed to this Senate not only as to this resolution, but as
to all similar resolutions emanating from the Senate—that the
}n-oper form of resolution iz that to which we have adhered so
ong as I have knownanything about the Senate, to ask the Presi-
dent, if not in his judgment incompatible with the public inter-
ests, to send such papers to the Senate,

There never has been a President in the White House who has
been more frank, Mr, President, more utterly free from conceal-
ment of public matters, than the present occupant of the Presi-
dential mansion—not one—and I have no more doubt than I have
of my existence that the President will sand, however the resolu-
tion may be worded, every shred of paper which the resolution
calls for. I know of nothing that need be concealed: I want
nothing concealed, and it is safe to say that the President has
nothing which he desires to have concealed. It is only what is
the proper attitude as to such matters for the Senate to take, not
simply as to this President, but as to all Presidents.

ow, Mr. President, I want to go just one step further and I
shall finish, I think there iz a distinction between the State
Department in t of its relation to the Senate and the other
Departments of the Government. That Department was not
required to report to Congress. The Secretary of State has been

ed, T think, in one opinion of the Supreme Court, * the right
hand of the President.”

There are undoubtedly matters in that Department which th
Senate has a right to call for; but when the Senator from Georgia
claims, if he does claim if, that the Senate has a right to call for
and to inspect all the documents at all times in the State Depart-
ment, I think he makes a proposition which can not be sustained;
I think he makesa proposition, Mr. President, which would nullify
the clear purpose of the original act of Congress creating that

ent and would defeat the proper execution of a power
which, by the Constitution, is conferred upon the President alone.

I suppose it can not be denied that under the Constitution the
conduct of our foreign relations is solely in the Executive. The
Supreme Court has repeatedly so decided. It is apparent from
the minutes of debates in the Constitutional Convention, and I
have never heard it disputed until recently. The President is
given the power to negotiate treaties. Suppose you repeal the
law creating the State Department. You do not minimize at all,
nor can you, the power of the President to conduct our foreign
relations—his power to negotiate treaties.

He can not make a treaty without the intervention of the Sen-
ate; but his negotiation of it, as to the manner of it, as to the
form of it, as to the agency by which it shall be carried on, is
absolutely, under the Constitution, his prerogative, with which
neither the Senate nor the House of Representatives nor the Con-
gress has anything whatever to do or in relation to which it has
an

ything to say.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr, President, will the Senator yield to
me for a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair),
Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. SPOONER. Yes.

. Mr. CULBERSON. When the Senator states that the Presi-
dent negotiates treaties, if he means to confine it to the practice
of the Government, well and good. If he means to say, however,
that the Constitution expressly clothes the President with any
such power, I think, upon reflection, he will not insist npon if,
bﬁcanse the only phrase in the Constitution upon this subject is
this—

Mr, SPOONER. Iknow what the Constitution says.

Mr. CULBERSON. 8iill, I should like to get it in the RECORD,

Mr. SPOONER. Very well.

Mr. CULBERSON. ‘ He [the President] shall have power, by
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties.”

Mr,. SPOONER. Yes: I know that.

Mr. CULBERSON. And of course the Senator, I do not be-
lieve, will insist that there is any special authority given in the
Constitution clothing the President with power to negotiate trea-
ties. It is the practice of the Government, and the correct prac-

tice.
Mr, SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, it is not the practice of
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the Government. The President does not exercise that power by
the sufferance of Congress. He does not exercise that power by
any prescriptive right; neither isit to be spelled out of the Con-
stitution. It is there.

Who is to negotiate a treaty? Can the Senate negotiate a
treaty under the Constitution? The Constitution says the Presi-
dent may, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate,
make treaties, but a treaty has to be negotiated before it can be
made by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. Whois
to negotiate it? In the old country, from which we took our in-
gtitutions in grt, the King negotiates treaties.

Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Wiscon-
sin yield to the Senator from Texas?

. SPOONER. Yes.

Mr. CULBERSON. Iwant to askthe Senator how he accounts
for the early practice and custom of the President to confer openly
with the Senafe as to the making of treaties?

Mnli. SPOONER. What does the Senator mean by *‘confer
O ?‘!l

I)li‘h'.y CULBERSON. I mean conferring personally with the
Senate in the Senate Chamber about the terms of a treaty before
it was ever entered into or ratified.

Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, it. hardly grew into a
practice, and it never was open.

Mr. LODGE. It never happened but once.

Mr. SPOONER. Once, Mr. President, Washington, I think,
consulted the Senate privately, not openly, as to some treaty which

he d to make.

L]Er. %DGE. A treaty with an Indian tribe.

Mr. SPOONER. Idonot remember. Perhaps it was with an
Indian tribe. He was not compelled to do that. I suppose Presi-
dent Roosevelt could come down here, consult with us, and take
our advice in advance if he chose to do so, but it would be only
advisory. He would be entitled to entirely disregard it and make
a treaty on entirely different lines. Such action would not be a
ratification of the treaty. The Senator from Texas [Mr, CULBER-
80N ] shakes his head.

r. BACON rose.

Mr, SPOONER. I did not mean the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. BACON. But I shook my head. I refer to the Senator
using the word * make* when he should have said “ negotiate.”

Mr. SPOONER. I said that would not make a treaty; that
would not preclude the necessity that the Senate, after the treaty
was negotiated, should help the President make it by ratifying it.

But there is only that one instance in the history of the coun- |

try. Isit pretended here by any lawyer in this body that it is
not the sole function of the President to negotiate treaties? The
other Departments execute laws which we pass; they owe their
creation to Congress, and their duties are defined by Congress.
The President’s power to negotiate treaties comes from the power
to which we owe our existence—the Constitution. 'We can not
confer added power in that respect upon him by law, nor can any
law enacted by Congress impair in the slightest degree his con-
stitutional power in ree?ect of treaties.

Suppose you abolished the State Department and there was no
longer a Secretary of State. The President could still as com-
pletely as now, although not as conveniently, negotiate treaties.
To-day he can bring the ambassador from Greaf Britain into the
‘White House and negotiate a treaty with him. Could the Senate
call upon him for the conversation or the memoranda upon which
it was based? I mean would the Senate have a right to do so? It
could request it.

Suppose it were a treaty of alliance, if you please, which in-
volved the relation of both Governments to the world, so that to

ive it publicity would be fatal to the interests of this Republic.
%’ﬂl any man claim here that the Senate would have the right—
they would have the right to request; but wonld they have a right
80 tgmt the President would be violating his duty or invading the
prerogative of the Senate if he refused to accede to its reqmest?

All I said in the speech from which the Senator fro;:%}eorgia
quoted and all the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacox] has said
in his speech as applied to the Departments of this Government
might be admitted for the sake of argument, and still it be true,
Mr. President, that, so far as the negotiation of treaties is con-
cerned—the negotiation, mind you, of treaties is concerned—we
may ask the President to send us all information pertinent to the
treaty, or which would aid the Senate in an intelligent consider-
ation of it; but that we have a right to demand of the President
that all his instructions, that every step in the progress of the
negotiations, shall be sent to the Senate without his right, involv-
ing no disrespect to the Senate, to decline to send it to us, I am
not prepared to admit.

Now, Mr. President, after all, we all want to do the right thing.
Senators want these papers. I want to see the resolution put in
the usnal form. I expect the President to send in everything.

The Senator from Texas said that in no paper yet had the Presi-
dent; stated he had sent all of the papers.

Mr. CULBERSON. I think he has not.

Mr.SPOONER. Isnppose,in answer fothis resolution, worded
as such resolutions ought to be, the President will say that he has
sent all the papers, or he will say that he has withheld some, be-
canse, in his opinion, the public interest reqnires it. I do not an-
ticipate auythin%;f that kind, but suppose there were. I am not
speaking about thi icular transaction; I am speaking upon
that subject generally.

I am sorry to have taken the time of the Senate. I speak ear-
nestly about the matter. I want the dignity of the Senate main-
tained; I want the relations between the Senate and the President
to be what the Constitution intended and what the public in-
terest requires.

The only difference between us is not in the result—it is not
only for this case, either—but it is as to what is the proper course,
whether we shall pass this resolution in the form introduced here,
so that if the President should withhold any paper in this case or
any other for reasons which he thinks are good he shall be sub-
ject to animadversion and criticism to the statement that, ““Ah,
there is something here that is mysterious,” or whether we should
not, accomplishing the same result, put in this qualification, so
that whatever his answer may be nobody can say that it is any-
thing but courteous to the Senate.

That is all there is to it; and the other talk, the debate of my
friend from (Georgia and a part of mine, is an abstraction. If the
President of the United States in a case where we have a right to
obtain information shonld refuse to accord it, and the Senate
should still demand it and he should still refuse, giving no reason
for it, we could not enforce it. No President will ever do that, I
think, and our intercourse with the President as to these matters
ought to be such as to minimize all goasibilit{of feeling or friction.

If I know my heart, and I think I do, what I feel and think
upon this subject does not aﬁ}ﬂy simply to a Republican Presi-
dent, but to any man who occupy that chair. While I have
a place in the Senate I shall vote, where the document called for
E:;n its nature confidential, to includein the resolution this quali-

tion.

Mr. MCLAURIN. Mr. President, it is getting late and I desire
to discuss this resolution briefly. If it isthe desireof the Senator
who has charge of the matter——

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator from Mississippi desire fo
make a long speech?

Mr. McLAURIN. I should like to make a speech——

Mr. CULLOM. It is only half past 5.

Mr. McLAURIN. It mﬁ take some time, and I should prefer
to go on to-morrow.

Mr. CULLOM. I had expected to get a vote on the resoluticn
to-night, and I should like very much to do so.

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Mississippi can discuss this
subject later.

Mr, ALDRICH. There are plenty of other resolutions.

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator can make his speech on almost
any of the resolutions, if he wants to speak generally on the sub-
ject of the treaty.

Mr. SPOONER. Or on this subject.

Mr, CULLOM. Or on this subject.

Mr. McLAURIN. No, sir; I want to address myself to the
pendmg resolution. I supposed this would be about the adjourn-
ing hour and that the discussion would not go on until to-morrow.
However, if it is the desire of the Senate that I shall go on with
what I have to say, I can say it now.

Mr. CULLOM. I should like very much if the Senator counld
do so, unless he desires to longer than he ordinarily does.
It isonly half past 5. The timeiscoming, I think, when we ought
to sit longer each day than we have been doing heretofore. We
have been in session now nearly three months, and we are making
very little progress.

Mr. McLAURIN. I prefer to speak to-morrow on the resolu-
tion, but if the Senator or the Senate insists, I will go on now with
what little I have to say.

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould like to dispose of this resolution this
evening.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to theSenator from Mississippi that
there are a series of resolutions nupon the President's table in re-
lation to this and lateral matters. If it is the desire of the Senate
to secure information, if there is any correspondence to be sent,
this resolution onght to be passed now, in order that, if there is
any such correspondence, it may be used in connection with the
treaty, I understand itis the desire of the Senator from Texas
that the information shall be secured for use in connection with
the treaty. Therefore let us pass the resolution, and if the Sena-
tor from Mississippi wants to make a speech on the canal question
or any collateral gquestion——

Mr. SPOONER. Or upon this question.
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Mr. ALDRICH. Or upon this question, he can just as well
make it to-morrow.

Mr. McLAURIN. After this resolution shall have been
adopted?

Mr. ALDRICH, After this resolution shall have been dis-
posed of, as he can to-night.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis-
gippi yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

ﬁr. McLAURIN. Certainly.

Mr, TILLMAN. I confess1am a little astonished that whatis
the common custom of the Senate it is proposed shall be denied
to the Senator from Mississippi.

Mr. MCLAURIN. I hopethe Senator from South Carolina will
not make any appeal on my behalf,

Mr. TILL . I do not think the importance of this matter
justifies the adoption of drastic measures and the driving of
things., It is not courteous. I hope we will have an executive
session now or an adjournment, I haye never known anything
to be gained here by undertaking to drive anybody.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from South Carolina regards
m{ request as an effort to drive anybody, he is very much mis-
taken,

Mr, TILLMAN. Ihope the Senate will do what we have al-
ways done, and allow the Senator from Mississippi to go on to-
morrow, as he wants to do,

Mr, MCLAURIN. I assure the Senate—

Mr, ALDRICH. I appeal to Senators to gratify the great de-
gire on the part of the Senator from Texas and other Senators on
the other side to secure information by letting this resolution pass
at once, and then if later the Senator from ﬁl&&i&ﬂl issippi desires to
speak upon this subject he can do so.

Mr. ’ﬁ)LLMAN But the Senator from Mississippi has ex-

ressly declared that he does not want to go on to-night and that
Ba does not want to speak on a resolution that has passed the Sen-
ate and gone. I do not think, with all due deference to the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island, that it is courteons—

Mr, CULLOM. Allow me to make a suggestion.

Mr. CULBERSON. I rise for the purpose of calling the atten-
tion of the Senator from Rhode Island to the fact that the Sen-
ator from Mississippi expressly stated he desires to debate this
particular resolution.

Mr. CULLOM. What I was going to suggest is that if no
other Senator desires to speak on this resolution, let us agree that
after the Senator from Mississippi makes his speech to-morrow
we shall vote upon it.

Mr, ALLISON. Thatisa good suggestion.

Mr. CULLOM. Idonot feel like pressing him into service this
evening,

Mr, TILLMAN. Suppose somebody else wants to continue the
discussion of it to-morrow. We do not propose to hammer this
wind bag, so to speak, just for amusement. We want informa-
tion. I do not think we ought to be forced to shut off any other
Senator who may feel interested enough to take it up.

Mr. CULLOM, If this is nothing but a wind bag, we ought
not to spend months on it. 'We have listened to debate on this

uestion all day to-day and part of aﬁelzt.erday, and it seems to me
t a little resolution like this, calling upon the President for
information which all of you seem so much to desire, and I do
myself, should be disposed of. I want tosee the resolution an-
swered. Let us not spend a month on this little resolution. If
the Senator from Mississippi desires to speak to-morrow morning,
let us allow him to do so, and then vote upon the resolution. I
ask unanimous consent that that shall be done.

Mr. CULBERSON. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that
there are very few Senators present—at least a large number are
absent—and there might he!ileaitancy in agreeing or refusing to
agree to a request for unanimous consent under the circum-
stances. Itismy judgment that in all probabﬂltino one will de-
sire to speak on the resolution to-morrow except t
Mississippi. -

Mr. CULLOM. I do not want to cut him off. I ask unani-
monus consent that we may vote on the resolution to-morrow after
the Senator from Mississippi shall have spoken.

Mr, TILLMAN. Iwould have to object to that request on the
general proposition that it is not fair to Senators to undertake co
get a unanimous-consent agreement on a matter of this kind. We
all agree to the request for unanimous consent that we shall vote
to-morrow. I do not want to speak and I do not know of any-
body else who wants to speak, but I am opposed to this kind of

ding. That is all.

Mr. McLAURIN. Justone word in explanation of my desire
to wait until to-morrow morning

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi
has the floor.

Mr, MCLAURIN. The Senator from Illinois kindly asked me

e Senator from |

if I intended to make a speech, and I told him that I preferred to
to-morrow, as the time was getting late. I understood,
though I may have misunders him, that he would, upon
my getting the floor, make a motion to go into executive session
or adjourn, and give me an opportunity to take the floor to-mor-
row morning after the morning business was {ransacted and go
on with what I have to say. For that reason I had dismissed
from my mind the line of thought I intended to pursue, and pre-
ferred not to go on, though I can proceed nowif it is the desire of
the Senate that I shall do so.

Mr., ALLISON. Nobody wants the Senator to do that.

’ H_r.h(iULLOM. I am not asking that the Senator shall go on
o-night.

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the resolution be taken up at
half after 12 o’clock to-morrow and proceeded with, and we will
dispose of it to-morrow readily enough.

Mr. CULLOM. Suppose we say ‘‘dispose of it before 3
o'clock ™ or ‘‘at 3 o’clock?”’

Mr. BACON. I am sure there will be no trouble in disposing

of it.

Mr, CULLOM. Let us say5 o’clock. I want to get something
done here and not be talking all the time.

Mr. COCKRELL. We will dispose of it to-morrow, and I
think we will adjourn before 5 o’clock. *

Mr, McCLAURIN. I have no desire to speak longer than fifteen
or twenty minutes,

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave no idea the Senator from Mississippi is
going to make a long speech.

Mr. McLAURIN. No.

Mr, CULLOM. He is not in the habit of doing that.

Mr, COCKRELL. We willdispose of the resolution to-morrow.

Mr. CULLOM. I agree to that.

Mr. McLAURIN. Is it understood that I have the floor?

Mr. CULLOM. Yes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the understanding.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iunderstand the unanimous-con-
sent agreement is that we are to vote on the resolution to-morrow?

Mr. ALLISON. That is it.

Mr. CULLOM. Undoubtedly.

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be put by the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that no such
request has been put by the Chair,

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I now ask unanimous consent that we
may vote on the resolution to-morrow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro-
lina asks unanimous consent that a vote shall be taken on the pend-
ing resolution to-morrow. Is there objection? The Chair
none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate adjourn.

The motion wasagreed to; and (at5 o’clock and 43 minutes p. m.)
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, January 29, 1904,
at 12 o’clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
THURSDAY, January 28, 1904.

The House met at 12 o’clock m.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. Covbex, D. D.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

CONVICT-LABOR CONTEACTS FOR THE ARMY,

Mr. VAN DUZER. Mr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. VAN DUZER. Irise for the purpose of offering a reso-
lution for present consideration.

The SPEAKER. Istheresolution a privileged one? The Clerk
will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, requested to
furnish to this Houseat hisearliest conveniencea statementshowing whether
or uot and to what extant and for what articles any officer or employee of
the War Department, with authority to enter into any contract on behalf of
the Governmewrt of the United States, has entered into any contract of pur-
chasy for any article, whatsoever nature or kind, to be used by the army
service, manufactured or made by contract labor.

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not a privileged resolution.

Mr, PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, there is so much confusion that we
can not hear what he says.

The SPEAKER. Whatdoes the gentleman desire—to have the
resolution considered now or referred?

Mr. VAN DUZER. I desire to have it considered now.

Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order that the resolution
should go to committee. I object to its present consideration.

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to its present consideration.

Mr. VAN DUZER. Mr Speaker, I have another resolution—

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw the resolution
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if he desires and introduce it under the rule by which it would go
through the box and receive proper assignment.

Mr, VAN DUZER. I desire also, Mr. Speaker, to introduce
another resolution on the same line.

The SPEAKER. Well, the gentleman can not take the time
of the House unless he has a question of privilege.

Mr. VAN DUZER. Well, Mr. Speaker, certainly if there is
objection the matter will go over. I simply desi to have the
resolution introduced, and if there is objection made of course
it will go over.

The SPEAKER. The rules provide how memorials and reso-
lutions shall be introduced, and there is no trouble about the
proper reference of them under the rules.

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—CONNELL V., HOWELL,

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on Elections No. 3, I wish to announce that the contested-elec-
tion case of Connell ». Howell will be called up for consideration
one week from next Tuesday, February 9.

Mr. McLAIN. 1 would like to ask the gentleman in reference
to the time to be allowed for debate. Do we agree on that now
or do we agree upon it when the case is called np?

Mr. DRISCOLL. I presume we will agree as to time when the
case is called up.

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. z

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the time for general debate on the urgent deficiency bill be
extended until 5 o’clock to-day, provided that if there is no one

desiring to we can commence the reading of the bill.

The SP R. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous
consent that eral debate may be closed upon the deficiency
sppropriation%?]]l at 5 o'clock to-day, provided that if no one de-

sires to discuss it then the reading of the bill under the five-minute
rule shall begin,
ORDER OF BUSINESS,

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, to-morrow is the day for the Com-
mittee on War Claims. I do not want to get in the way of this
bill, and I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on War
Claims may have next Tuesday in place of to-morrow, so that
this bill can be finished.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unan-
imous consent that Tu y next, in lieu of Friday, be devoted to
private business under the rules. Is there objection?

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gentleman wounld
add to his request, *‘ provided it does not interfere with privileged
matters.”’

The SPEAKER. Asthe Chair understandsit, if consentis given
it places Tuesday next precisely in the same position as Friday
next—that is, in lieu of Friday, with no more rights than the pri-
vate bills would have on Friday.

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania? [Afwra pause.] The Chair hears
none. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from
Indiana?

There was no objection,

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency
bill. =
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House resolved
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union, with Mr. TAWNEY in the chair,

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera-
tion of House bill 10954, the nrgent deficiency bill, and the gen-
tleman from Georgia is recognized.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, Inow yield twenty minutes
to the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BENNY].

Mr. BENNY. Mr. Chairman, a few daysago I had occasion to
say on the floor of this House that if the old Pharisee who nsed
to stand on the street corner in Jerusalem and thank his Maker
that he was not like other men should suddenly come into this
Chamber and listen to three ordinary Republican speeches, he
would hide his face in shame, and admit that in comparison with
the latter-day Reg:(l)ﬂican saints here he, in the old days in
Jerusalem, knew absolutely nothing about his business. [Laugh-
ter.] I want to say that I understand the old fellow in Jerusa-
lem was a drinking man, and if that be the fact I am very glad
that he did not come in here yesterday, or the afternoon of the day
before, because if he had I am afraid that he would have gone
0[}1..2. ofht’etma Chamber and straightway drank himself to death.

1, T.
I ligbened] yesterday afternoon to two speeches, and to one on

the afternoon of the day before, and it seems to me that the three
of them, taken together, show this: Egotismn grown so that it is
now at least hysteria, and very nearly insanity; claims of power
in and credit to the Republican party approaching blasphemy;
and braggadocio altogether foolish. I wondered after the last of
the three speeches was made last night if there was anything

ood in the United States of America that the Republican party

id not claim credit for, or anything bad that they did not blame
the Democratic party for or lay to ighty God.

I listened with a good deal of interest to the gentleman from
Tllinois [Mr. BouTELL] on day before yesterday, and when read-
ing from his speech I noticed this: He says that the Democrats,
in the election of 1896 and 1900, groveled before a silver image
and wore out the knees of their intellectual trousers.

Mr. Chairman, if there can not be better order in the House
than there is, may I have unanimous consent to sing the rest of
mine instead of speaking it? [Launghter.]

Mr. PALMER. All right, sing it.

Mr. BENNY. I'msucha powerfully poor singer that I have not
the heart to inflict myself in that way upon even my friend the
enemy.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s point is well taken. The
committee will be in order, and gentlemen in the aisles will take
their seats.

Mr. BENNY. That was an interesting speech the gentleman
made; so patheticit bronght tears to our eyes,and so humorous that
it filled the House with langhter, not only on your side, but on ours,
and so harshon the last Democratic candidate that it raised the re-
sentment of every Democrat in the Chamber. Iam sorry hespoiled
a speech otherwise good by abusing the man who was our stand-
ard bearer in the last two campaigns. But I do not think that
Mr. Bryan need feel in any way hurt; be is in good company. It
so happens that every man who amounted to anything in the
United States was abused, and two men who were abused more
than any others in the country were the two who stand first and
second in United States history—G eorge Washington, number one,
anfl Abraham Lincoln, number two.

In the company of those men, in the abuse that he is receiving
from the other side, Mr. Bryan may feel quite comfortable, and I
would like to call the attention of the gentlemen on the other side
who like to throw things at Mr. Bryan to this fact: A year ago
I attended an annual banquet of the board of trade in the city of
Newark, inmy State, and at that banquet Senator DOLLIVER made
a great speech. While the Senator was talking at the banquet he
mentioned the name of Mr, Bryan. That brought from the rear
of the hall a hiss. Senator DOLLIVER stopped short, and his face
grew white and thenred. He pictured then and there Mr, Bryan
as one of the foremost men of the United States, and he wound
up hisremarks by saying that there lived in the United States to-
day no man who had right or license to hiss at the name of Wil-
liam Jennings Bryan.

I commend the speech of Senator DOLLIVER to the careful at-
tention of those gentlemen on the other side who are perhaps
not so great in the country as is the Senator, with the hope that
they will profit by it. There seems to be a great deal of joy ex-
%ressed in these speeches because of the alleged fact that the

emocratic party is in bad shape. Let me suggest to my friends
over there that if is the Republican party that is to-day sick. It
is the Republican party that needs a doctor, and you have not
been able as yet to get Doctor HaNNa to say a word that is going
to help you. Let me also suggest that when the election is over
next fall perhaps the gentlemen who have been so loud in their
announcements that the Republican party is sure to win may be
disappointed; and if it turns out, as we hope it will, that the next
election will bea Republican burial, I hope you will have engraved
on the side of the tombstone this inscription:

‘ Here lies the Republican party, once the party of Abraham
Lincoln, but long since stra{;cd away from his teachings; the
party that helped to abolish black slavery, but a few years later
became itself the slave of the great American trusts.

“ Let it Rest in Peace.

“Immediate canse of death, these policies:

41901, Let Well Enough Alone.

41902, Keep on Letting Well Enough Alone,

1903, Stand Pat.

1904, We Hold the Ace.

“P. 8.—If that reporter had not written ‘ace’ when I said
‘edge,” we would have been all right.——Han~A.

“ P, P, 8.—HANNA does not know the game. If he had said
‘age,’ and not ‘ ace’ or * edge,’ we would have been hunky-dory.—
GrosvENoR.” [Laughter.]

But I want tosay, Mr, Chairman, that in the campaigns of 1896
and 1900 I supported Mr. Bryan. I do not know what kind of an
instrnment the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL] would
say I played on, perhaps a 2-cent tooter; I can not tell. But no
man who su that candidate in those two campaigns need

’
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feel any shame about it or feel uncomfortable about it. Hewas
perfectly right in supporting him. I want to ask why it is that
men on the other side take so much time and get so muach fun out
of abusing the man. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Bur-
KETT] yesterday said that the Democratic party to-day did not
Imow where it stood on silver. Isn't it a fact that when the Re-
publican convention of 1896 assembled the intention then and
there of the majority of those delegates was to put in their plat-
form the same declaration as to the free and unlimited coinage of
gilver that the Democratic platform contained?

Was it not only because of the argnment of the Senator from
New York [Mr. PLATT], who told the members of that conven-
tion that Wall street and the moneyed interests of the land would
be against the Republican party if they adopted that declaration,
that the Republican party turned to the other side and adopted
the gold plank instead of the silver plank? And isn’t it a fact
that from the day of his birth until this day Mr. Bryan has al-
ways been absolutely honest, and haven't you admitted it? Did
you not go over his life as with a fine-tooth comb and find him
absolutely blameless? Hasn't he been just as courageous and per-
haps more so than any candidate you have ever had?

¥, you brag and blow here abont the great courage of the
man who is now President of the United States. The man who
is a courageous man is the man who dares to doright. The man
who shoots a lion or a Spaniard in the back does not necessarily
have to be conrageous, and I want to ask you if the man who is
now President of the United States dares to-day to do what he
thinks is right, as Mr. Bryan has always dared to do what he be-
lieves to be right?

Mr, Bryan believed, with the leaders of your party, with Mec-
Kinley, with Blaine, with Sherman, and every man who has
amounted to anything in your party in the last twenty-five years,
that the free and unhmited coinage of silver wasright. I always
had my doubts about it. I believed then and now abont as Theo-
dore Roosevelt did when he wrote in the Forum for Janunary, 1897,
these words: :

There is no doubt whatever that a nation is profoundly affected by the
character of its currency, but there seems to be equally little donbt that the
currency is only one, and by no means the most important, among a hundred
causes which profi affect it. The United States has been on a gold
basis and on a silver basis; it has been on s paper basis, and on a basis of

what might be called the scraps and odds and ends of the currencyof a dozen
other nations, but it has kept on developing along the same lines no matter

what its currency has

He believes to-day that he is right. Hasn’t he a right to believe
that? Isn’t he entitled to the same credit for his belief that g;:
have now for your belief? At one time you believed that
gilver was right. Now you believe that you were wrong in that
and that gold is right. Did not Mr. Bryan show his courage in
1900, when the Democratic convention was assembled, and it was

resented in this way to Mr. Bryan by Mr. Hill and the other
eaders of the party: **If you, Mr. Bryan, will adopt in your plat-
form a gold plank and let o of the silver, the election is at your
mercy—the Presidency is yours.” What was his answer? Was
it not the same that Clay %ave years ago: “I would rather be

ight than be President.”” Did he then give way for policy’s sake
gﬁ‘({ladopt something he did not believe in am{ let go something
he believed in as he believes in his religion?

What does Mr. Roosevelt do? Does he dare to come forward
and do what he believes to be right? I give Mr. Roosevelt the
credit of believing in his heart that the trusts are a menaceto the

ity of this country, and that they ought o be controlled
in some way. I believe thatif he dared he would take that stand.
I believe that were it not for the sake of policy, were it not for the
fear that he would not be nominated and elected, he would do
that., But he has before him to-day the hope of a second term.
That is a thing he can not lose sight of. wants to be elected
President of the United States; he wants to occupy that position,
not by accident or by the act of God, but by the election of the
people, and he knows if heis to succeed he must have for his
party the backing of Wall street and the money interests of this
country, and therefore he does not dare to do right.

Let me call attention to the President’s message in order to
prove that proposition. Hehad an appropriation of half a million
of dollarslast year toassist thelegal department of the Government
in frosecuting the trusts. The Administration had that money
at its command. It could hire all the extra help it wanted; there
was no halt about it; there was no limit to what might be done
with that money; it was theirs to do with what they pleased.
mw haOlt)O hage 1\:,he. omr'; h’l;l;ogee tell us ncwiéhat thhiy;have spent m:

,000; but where n.spent, for w urpose,
effect it has had, no one can find out, with the ai(f even of a mi-
croscope.

Now, do you think—does the gentleman from Ilinois, or the
gentleman from Nebraska, or the gentleman from Indiana who
s%k; yvesterday—does any one of those gentlemen, or all of them,
think that Mr, Roosevelt intends this year to prosecute the trusts

or begin to doso? Thathalf million of dollars might be compared
to a quart of good cream that the doctor had ordered to be given
by the nurse to the patient. And this is how Mr, Roosevelt, act-
ing for the nation, now ill by reason of the exactions of the trusts,
is going touse hiscream. He is going to dump into it two or three
gallons of water to help out the quality of the cream.

Listen to his statement of affairs. Here is hism of this
year, and on page 8, after reciting the fact that in his last annual
message he had asked for this money, which was given to him
by Congress, he goes on to say:

I now recommend, as a matter of the ntmost importance and urgency, the
extension of the purposes of this appropriation, so that it may be a bl
under the direction of the Attorney-General, and until used, for the due en-
forcement of the laws of the United States in general and lly of the
civil and criminal laws mlaﬁ:n%t_o public landsand the laws ting to postal
crimes and offenses and the subject of naturalization. .

Now, do you mean to say that President Roosevelt is going to
use a half million of dollars to te the trusts® He
asked yon in this message to permit him to divert this great sum
of money from the p for which it was originally appropri-
ated—viz, the prosecution of the trusts—and to scatter that mon
all over the United States in the enforcement of all the genet.z
laws of the country.

Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment?

Mr. BENNY. Certainly. .

Mr. THAYER. Can the gentleman fell me how it happens
that the Administration, after securing the assistance of additional
?-mecuhng attorneys, indicted Driggs, a Democrat, in New

ork, under astatute on which they could conviet him and prose-
cuted DIETRICH under a statute on which they knew they counld
not convict? Can the gentleman explain how that ha ed?

Mr. BENNY. Certainly. They wanted to catch the Demo-
crat and they wanted to miss the Republican. [Laughter and
applause on the Democratic side. t is an old expedient;

ey do it right along; they do it to-day, and they always will.
They preach in season and out of season about the great reforms
they are gomtg to inaufu:rate. They are going to stop the use of

i in the city of Washington by various officers of the De-

ts, but do they do a thing toward stopping the President

of the United States using free trains all over the country by the
favor of the railroad companies, amounting, I am told, on his
great westcrn trip to at least §65,0002 Oh, yes; they are going to
stop some Assistant Secretary down here from using a carriage at
the public expense. but the President of the United States may still
go on using free trains at the of the railroad companies.

Now, Mr. Chairman, they m to tell us why Mr. Bryan
was defeated in 1896 and in 1900. They say that it was the aroused
public sentiment that smote the silver image, etc. Let me tell

ou why Mr, Bryan was beaten in 1896 and 1900. He was beaten
gytheWOrstuseofmoneythatwasemmsorbed to in any cam-
paign. He was beaten by the meanest kind of coercion and in-
timidation that was ever witnessed. During those campaigns in
gomg along by railroad in any of the States of the Union you
could see displayed on the side of manufacturing establishments
placards with such proclamations as this: * If Mr. Bryan iselected
this factory will shut down.” The mill owners, or whoever else
put np those placards, knew when they placed them there that
they were absolutely false, that they had nointention of shutting
down those mills, The object was to coerce men to vote their
way. And do we not know that all over the United States straw
votes were taken in the mills and the factories to find out before-
hand how the employees were going tovote?” And the Lord’spity
was necessary to save the man that they found indicating his
preference for William Jennings Byran over their candidate on
the other side.

And then they tell you that another reason why the Democrats
should be “ licked ont of their boots ”’ in the next campaign is be-
cause ’s prophecies were all wrong. I havenot a great deal
of faith in a prophet from either side. Some of Mr. Bryan’'s
prophecies may have been wrong. One of them was not, The
prophecy he made—and that was called to the attention of the
House yesterday by some gentleman on the other side—that in
case of the success of the Republican ticket in 1896 and in 1000
the wealth of the country would be concentrated in the hands of
a few, has been absolutely carried out, and to-day, according to
all the statistics, all of the wealth of the country is in the hands
of a few men, and when the board of directors of the United
States Steel Corporation sit down in conference the twenty-three
men there present own one-twelfth of the wealth of the United
States. That pmg;lrecy was not wrong. Any prophecy he made
was not any further wrong than the prophecy that TroMas C.
PratT, of New York, made to the Republican convention in 1900,
when he went there and asked Senator Quay and his other friends
there “ for God’s sake to take Theodore Roosevelt out of New
York 111)011'1:&:& by making him Vice-President of the United States.
Did they take him out of New York politics? That prophecy
went wrong, too. : :
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And then they tell us on the other side, Mr. Chairman, that
wages have increased 12 per cent during the Republican Adminis-
tration and that the cost of living has actually gone down. Now,
I do not think that there ever was a more erroneous statement
made on this floor than that same one, The gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. BouTELL] was very careful when speaking not to
give us any figures on the cost of living. Let me give you some
figures from Dun’s Review, which I suppose every man here will
take to have some weight at least.

The figures, based upon quotations of 350 articles, with due
allowance for the relative importance of each, are as follows:

Jan. 1,|July 1, | Jan. 1,| May 1, {July1,| Oct.1, |Jan.1,
1800; | 1897, [ 1000."| “1802." | 1008, | 1908." | 1901
|
BB mn i 13,765 1§10,587 $13,254 | $10, 954
Meats. ..o .ccoenna. d 7,020 m’i’.&m 7,258 | 10,968
Dairy and garden....| 12,675 | 8,714 | 13,702 | 14,%

Other food ._......... 9,03 | 7,887 | 9,200 8,742
Clothing. .. .......... 14,845 | 13,808 | 17,484 | 15,5627
etals . os. 16,240 | 11,642 085 | 15,702
Miscellaneous ........ 15,111 | 12,286 | 16,312 | 18,654
Total o 99,191 | 72,455 ‘ 95,205 i 102,289

These fignres indicate that the cost of living was 6 per cent
higher in 1900 than in 1890, and 31 per cent greater in 1900 than
in 1807; 41 per cent more in 1902 than in 1897, and 84.4 per cent
more on October 1, 1903, than on July 1, 1897, and about 39 per
cent greater on the first day of this year than on the 1st day of
July, 1897; 89 per cent increase in the cost of living and 12 per
cent increase, taking the figures of gentlemen on the other side,
in wages; and yet they say every laboring man in the country
and every citizen of the land ought to be thankful that the Re-
publican party has done so much for the laboring man.

There was one thing, Mr. Chairman, that I did like in the
speech of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL],and that
was his statement that he did give some credit to Almighty God
for the prosperity which he claims exists in the country. He
was the first Republican that I ever heard on this floor admit
that; but even he did not dare tell this House what percentage
he claimed of the prosperity of the country was due to the Repub-
lican party and what percentage was due to the goodness of the
Almighty. I assume that the percentage he was going to credit
to the Almighty was so small that he was ashamed to state it.

And then the gentleman from Illinois looked around the room
and demanded of some Democrat to contradict his statement that
the country was prosperous. Well, I wonder, Mr. Chairman,
what condition any man here wounld expect the United States to
bein. Would not our country under natural conditions be ex-

ted to be prosperouns? Does the gentleman marvel that the
ﬁgited States is prosperous? {T‘ they remind me a good deal
of the log of a ship that came into New York some time ago. The
captain one day during the voyage was on watch, and he wrote
in the log, ‘‘ Mate drunk to-day.”” The mate did not like it very
well, and the next day when he was on watch he wrote in the log,
“ Captain sober to-day.’” So the Republican party comes here
and declares that the United States is prosperous, as though it
‘was an unusual thing. .

‘Why,if you on the other side would let us alone—would not by
your laws on the one hand help a certain few le at the ex-
pense of many others, and by your failure on the other hand to
enforce the laws of the land designed to give all men an even
chance—and would not divert the prosperity into certain channels
and the money from the prosperity into a few pockets, the conn-
try would always be prosperous. [Applause on the Democratic
side.] It is only becaunse of that kind of work on your side that
the country is ever in any other condition; and yet to-day yon
marvel that we are prosperous, as though it was natural fo ex-
pect anything else in our country. I expect it always to be in
that condition, and it always will be if you will only give it a fair
chance, and let the country and the people in it develop the re-
sources of this, the greatest land in the world, and go along on
their way in e, free from your miserable mani tions.

And then they announce that President Roosevelt is so sure of
reelection that there is no use bothering at all; that there is no
sense in the Democrats putting up a candidate.

Well, let me snggest to you gentlemen on the other side if you
think that is so, why are you making all this fuss? What differ-
ence does it make to you whom we nominate or what the plat-
form is? And if you are going to beat us anyway, why not kee
quiet? You remind me of the boy going through the graveyard,
who whistled at the top of his lungs all the fime, not ﬁam he
wanted to whistle, but just for the purpose of keeping his coura
ltlép. Thatis why youtalk soloud on the other side now. [Laugh-

T.

r. JAMES. Is it not true that these laboring men at this

time are only able to keep up their wages by reason of their or-

ganizations, and not by reason of anything which has been done
for their benefit by the Republican party?

Mr. BENNY. I will answer that question for the gentleman.
In answer, Mr. Chairman, to the gentleman’s question, I desire
to say this: I ﬁrmg believe that, except in a very few instances,
just enough to be the exceptions that prove the rule, no labori
man ever had his wages in except as the result of un?tgg
action of his fellows and himself in a union for their mutual ad-
vantage. The organization of labor into unions hasincreased the
wages of all these men.

Mr. JAMES. Is it not further true if it were not for these or-
ganizations that the thonopolies and trusts that have been created
and fostered by the Republican party would have crushed the
wages of the laboring men far below what they are now?

Mr. BENNY. Itwould have been so exactly; and I will give
you for that the statement of Vice-President Warren of the -
tral Railroad Company of New Jersey. He was vice-president a
few years ago. Iwas in the New Jersey legislature at the time
when the railroad men of the State of New Jersey had a bill in
that body similar to a bill which I am told was bagore Congress,
and which was side tracked, for the purpose of compelling the
railroad companies of the State to properly safeguard the passen-
gers and employees on their railroads. The delegation from the
union went over to see Vice-President Warren and ascertain what
he was going to do about it, and this was his answer: ** Yon fel-
lowsare getting too fresh. You always want something; if itisn’t
a raise in pay, then it is some improvement on the road. Now,
let me tell you something. Inside of four years from now there
will only be half a dozen railroad companies in this country, and
inside of ten years from that time there will only be one. Then
we will have you fellows by the short hair, where we onght to’
have had youlongago.” That meantsimply this: When all rail-
roads are combined and owned by one company, that company
with its great er would crush out the unions and have
at its mercy; but the time will never come when a company
embracing all the railroads of the country can get the better of a
union comprising all the men in its amgloy. The monopolies
would do away with labor unions, and when you do away with
the labor unions yon will have no American labor, just a lot of
white slaves to take the place of the black slaves.

Mr. BAKER. Does the gentleman fo that the policy of
protection, as anmounced by its advocates, is for the purpose, the
primary purpose, of enabling the manufacturers of this country,
protected by the tariff, to pay high wages?

Mr. BENNY. Iknow thatis the *‘announced’ object of the
tariff, but they do not do it, and let me show you how that works
on the poor innocents. Here is a knife that I bonght in New
York at Christmas time for $3.25. I can buy the same identical
kind of a knife, imported from Germany, down in the room be-
low here—in the stationery room—for $1.86. I wanted to find out
how it was that I could buy it there for $1.86 when I had to pay
$3.25 for it in New York, and the answer was, ‘‘ Uncle Sam does
not have to pay any tariff.”

Of conrse the object, as given to us by gentlemen on the other
side, is to raise the wages of the employee. But it does not do
that. The employee gets his wages raised when his union is
strong and when the finances of the union are in good shape, and

are lowered just as quickly as his union gets weak or the ces
get low. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlenan expired,

Mr. BENNY. I would like to get about ten minutes more.

The CHATRMAN, Itis not in the power of the Chair to give
the gentleman more time.

Mr. BENNY. Is the gentleman in charge of the bill on the
Democratic side on the floor?

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iyield ten minutes more to the gentle-

man.

Mr.BENNY. The gentleman from Nebraska madé a statement
yesterday that every four years the Democrats have a new para-
mount issue, and that they do not dare to have the same issue that
they stood on in any frenous campaign. Let me ask the gentle-
man from Nebraska if there is not a different issue every day in
this Honse? Is there not a different issue in every war? The is-
sue in the war of 1776 was different from the issue in that of 1812,
and by the war of 1846 another issue was decided, and again an
entirely different one in the civil war, and a new one again in the
war with Spain. There is nothing at all about that difference.
Do not different issues come up? Different questions come up to-
day from the issues that came up four years, eight years, or twelve
years ago. :

There will always be different issues, and let me suggest that
you on your side can not say what the issues are to be, nor can
we on this side reply that we will give you some other issue.
The issues of any campaign are the questions which are most pro-
foundly affecting the people at the time of the campaign, and this
time you are going to have, perhaps, a different issue than you
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ever had before, because the situation is more acute. You point
out to us here, dny after day. the tremendous business done in the
United States, both in imports and exports.

You are as proud of the fact as we are that the United States
now has raised itself to the position of number one among the
nations in the amount of its exports. We are delighted with that
gitnation. But let me ask you this, who is getting the benefit of
it? Do the laboring men who produce these things get it? Do the
ordinary citizens receive it, or does it nearly all go into the pockets
of a few men who have control, not only of the railroad lines of
the country, but everi great industry in the land? And there is
another question in that connection that is-going to come up in
the next campaign. You can not keep it down. Neither could
we if we wanted to do so.

This is the question: Are the railroad companies of the United
States going to be permitted to go on as they have been doing for
years past in their miserable freight discrimination, driving out
of business one lot of men to make millionaires out of some others,
favoring the Standard Oil Companf and concerns of that kind,
discriminating in favor of one set of men at the expense of other
men who want to do business in opposition? You can no more
dodge that issue in the next ca:vgémign than you can conduct your
canvass in a flying machine. e are going to present that to the
people of the land. Do you think you can escape discussing that
as an issue by shouting ** Hurrah for prosperity?’’

And, in connection with that, the people of the country are ask-
ing to-day why the railroad comg::;les in their freight discrimi-
nations are not hauled np by the ident or by the legal depart-
ment of the Government. Why is it not done? The answer
which most of our people get is this: That the railroad companies
‘‘ grease the ways’’ as they go. Youget hurtanywhere by a rail-
road car or a trolley car, and you proceed to compel the comﬁzy
operating it to give damages for your injuries. The first thing
you are apt to find is a judge on the bench with a Bf.ss from that
company or some other company in his pocket. The man who
serves the papers in the case often has a pass also, and some of
the jurymen, perhaps, have passes in their pockets, Then how
are you going to get equal and exact justice there?

The subsidizing of men in official station by railroad, telephone,
telegraph, and other companies is now almost a national scandal,
and you on the other side can not escape consideration of that
when it is before the people by shouting ‘* Down with free silver!”’

Now, the point is made on the other side thatin 1896 there were
8,000,000 men out of work. Do you not know that the man who
makes up the statistics for this Administration and who favors it
in every way he can, Mr. Carroll D. Wright, has said that there
are a million men out of work now,and the number is increasing
daily. The country right now is one-third as badly off, as far as
the laboring men are concerned, as in the very worst time under
President Cleveland.

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey yield?

Mr. BENNY, Certainly; I am always glad to do so.

Mr, LACEY. Did I understand the gentleman to claim that
material in the way of stationery for the House is bought abroad
and imported free of duty and sold to the Members free of duty?

Mr, BENNY. That is what I am told.

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman is certainly misinformed about
that. Nosucharrangement hasever been made, and it is a propo-
sition impossible on its face. The fact is we buyat wholesale and
give the Members the benefit of the wholesale prices; but the goods
are bought here, not abroad, and duties are paid on them if they
are of foreign manufacture.

Mr. BENNY. I will say in answer that the knife I have here
is a foreign-made knife. I priced it downstairs in the stationery
room and was told that they could sell the same knife for $1.86,
for the reason, as they said, that Uncle Sam did not pay duty. I
want to say further that I do not think the United States Gov-
ernment, or whoever buys the material for the stationery room,
buys one one-hundredth part as many knives as does the firm of
John Curley in New York, where I bought this knife, one of the
greatest cutlery concerns in the United States, if not the largest
one.

Mr. BAKER. Does not the gentleman know that the foreigner
pays the tax? )

Mr. BENNY. Oh,no; I donot know that, Now,Iwould like
to ask the gentleman from Iowa if he thinks there could be a dif-
ference of $1.39 between the price of a knife in New York and the
knife here if the tariff did not enter into it?

Mr, LACEY, Evidently the gentleman must have helped to

y the rent of the store in New York when he bought his knife.
E‘ahe expenses of operation there are a good deal more, and per-
haps the retail rates are higher, : ;

Mr. BENNY. Well,if the gentleman thinks that is a sufficient
answer I am satisfied. I

Mr. LACEY. I want to saythis: Of course if you buy at retail

ou pay more than you would at wholesale, and if you buy in

ew York you perhaps pay more at retail than in other places.
New York is not the cheapest place in the United States to buy
goods at retail.

Mr. BENNY. One other question.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let me say to the gentleman that in re-
gard to the purchase of articles in the stationery room I have
taken the pains to inquire, and they say that they not only never
imported an article free, but that they never said that they did.
On the contrary, the knives which the gentleman refers to and
which they sell to Members I am told are all bought of an Ameri-
can trader who imports them. Now, I want to say to the gentle-
man from New Jersey that we are to-day selling a great many
rrll)ox;d knives and cutlery abroad than we are importing from
abroad.

Mr, BENNY. That may be. Let me say to the gentleman
from Ohio that I never said that the knife was bought abroad.
It was made abroad and imported from abroad. The knife that I
hold in my hand was bought in New York, but it was made
abroad, and the same knife you can buy downstairs for $1.86 is
made in the same place on the other side of the ocean.

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the gentleman gave as a reason that
the price of the knife was so low in the stationery room was that
Uncle Sam did not have to pay any duty.

Mr. BENNY. AllI said wasthat I wastoldso. I donotknow
what Uncle Sam does; what I know is what the man told me. I
was told that I could buy it cheaper downstairs, and when I
asked how much I could buy a duplicate for he said $1.86. I said,
“thy?“ and he said, *“ Because Uncle Sam does not have to pay
an u .!}

1'{[1-. (?ROSVENOR. Who said that?

Mr. BENNY. Idonotknow hisname; I do not know the name
of any man down there,

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is not this what the gentleman said, that
“ Uncle Sam charges no profit?”’

Mr. BENNY. %e:; ‘there was nothing said about Uncle Sam’s
profit. That is a good suggestion; the gentleman is an ingenious
lawyer, and that is well put in.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam ingenious enough to say that when
a young man makes a statement that I know is not true I would
like to relieve him from the responsibility of it.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New Jer-
sey has expired. <

. BENNY. Will the gentleman yield me two more minutes?

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will provided the gentleman will not
give it away to the other side. [Laughter.

Mr. BENNY. Well, I think they need it. [Laughter.] Do
not go away, General,

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh,no; the gentleman need not worry; I
am not going away. [Laughter.]

The C The gentleman from New Jersey is out of
order in addressinf a Member in that way.

Mr, BENNY. Iam sorry, Mr.Chairman, if I was out of order;
but I saw that the gentleman from Ohio was going away, and I
did not know any other way to stop him. If I was out of order
in calling him * General," I will withdraw it. Now, what I want
to know is if the gentleman from Ohio means that I said anything
that I knew was not true? 3

gl;d GROSVENOR. Certainly not; I think the gentleman was
m .

Mr. BENNY. Does the gentleman not believe the statement
was made to me downstairs?

Mr. GROSVENOR. Why, the word of the gentleman is un-
questionably to be taken.

Mr. BENNY, Thankyou. Thegentleman is delightful. Now,
Mr. Chairman, as I can not close in two minutes, I will ask that
I may have permission to extend my remarks in the REcorp.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. BENNY. e gentlemen on the other side aver that there
were more pianos, mcre carpets, more pictures in more homes in
the United gtatea last year than ever before—becanse of the Ding-
ley tariff. I answer there were more babies born in this country
last year and more deaths, too, than ever before. Is the Repub-
lican party responsible for the deathsand entitled to the credit of
the babies?

Said the gentleman from Indiana: Just look at the increase in
the production of nails in this country during the seven years of
prosperity we have contributed. Year after year the quantity has
increased tremendously and the price has fallen. 'When we stop
to consider that an American workman turns out twenty-eight
times as many nails per day as does the workman on the other
side of the ocean, it is not to be wondered at that the number of
kegs produced yearly hasincreased. This, of course, is due largely
to improved machinery and better methods here. But who saw
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the American nail makers” wages go up fo keep pace with the in-
creased production?

But we are told that the bravery of Mr. Roosevelt is so t
that all men should vote for him; that he *‘ reached in”’ and set-
tled the coal strike that threatened disaster to the land. When
Mr. Baer, of *‘divine-right™ notoriety, visited the President at
the White House and roundly insulted him and told him to mind
his own business and keep his hands out of the railroad and coal
companies’ affairs, why didn't he handle that president as Andrew
Jackson did the United States Bank president who threatened
him? Jackson's reply was, “ By the Eternal, if you do, I'll hang
you to yonder branch.” Why didn’t our President immediately
cause proceedings, civil and criminal, to be taken against Mr.
Baer for violation of the laws of the nation?

Mr, Chairman, your party can yell ** Down with free silver!”™
and “Away with Bryan!” till it gets blue in the face without in
the least altering the situation next November. You cannotery
** Stop thief ! ”” and have the people in the rdle of the politeman run
away on a false trail. You can dodge and squirm all you please,
but {cm must return again and again fo these questions which the
peop. elﬁ’.gzist'shall be discussed and djsposec?of in this year of

, viz:

1. What of your stewardship? How have you exereised the re-
sponsibilities of power placed with you seven years ago?

2. Wherein is your candidate better or worse than he on the
Democratic ticket?

3. What of the trusts? Are they to go on eating up the people
and the fat of the land?

4. What of railroad freight discriminations and their effect upon
our business men?

5. How about a proper modification of the tariff and the passage
of laws so that our people may buy their own manufactures at
home as cheap as the foreigner may purchase them abroad and
may obtain the necessaries of life at a much lower fignre?

6. Why have the wages of our workingmen been increased (your

* own Republican fignres) only 12 per cent under this geat. pros-
perity you elaim, while the cost of the workingmen's living has
increased from 30 to 40 per cent?

And to these and other questions you must give answer, and that
direct.

Mr, BEDE. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended o make any
remarks at this time or to occupy the attention of Congress at

session. I am altogether too modest to think that the coun-

; try needs my eounsel, but some of my friends have insisted that

the world has been waiting oo long to hear from me and that I
ghould at this time. [Laughter.

First, m reply—and all the reply I make—to the gentle-
man from New Jersey [Mr. BENNY] is to pledge him that if he
will get the Democrats to stop abusing Grover Cleveland I will

induce the Rmbﬁmm to stop abusing Bryan. They are -both
working for interest of the Republican party and we can
afford to make that i

I wish now to invite the Democratic party through
its leaders in Congress to disband. I have been studying the in-
terests of that grand organization for a long time. Ifind that as
the factions of that party are lined up now neither can have a
two-thirds.vote in the next convention, and that therefore they
can not nominate a candidate, and that the only safety for them
is to disband and to come into the Republican ranks—to come in
with the parfy that is doing things. Then af the end of four
years they can goback without any rules, for if there is anything
that ought to be unruled it is the Democratie party. )

Thus they will get rid of their two-thirds rule by dissolution
and can nominate a Presidential candidate in 1908, but to-day they
are so torn with factions that they could not nominate a candi-
date if they went into a convention. Therefore, in their own in-
terests, I ask them to come into our party, for they believe in every-

thingbetlﬁatwe believein. I see Democrats looking in my face now | ing
who

ieve in the gold standard, who believe in expansion, who
‘believe in the Panama Canal, who believe in everything that the
Republican party is doing. Yet because of their environment or
association or inheritance they are still voting the Democratic
ticket, and they know not why.

Therefore, I repeat, I invite them to come into the Republican
party and share in the blessings that we are scattering broadcast
over the whole land. I think that more than 50 per cent of the
Democrats in Minnesota believe in Theodore Roosevelt. I believe
that the next election in Minnesota will give him at least 100,000
majority, and many of the votes cast for him will be Democratic

otes

votes.

1 believe that if the Democrats should nominate Mr. Cleveland,
or Mr. GORMAN, or some man representing that faction that even
Mr. Bryan himself would cast his vote for Theodore Roosevelt.
‘Why not, then, come in and make itan era of good feeling? These
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eras of good feeling, like panics, come and go at certain periods,
and as we have not had one for about eighty years, I think it is
the Democratic party's turn to come in with us this time and
make another such an era, and also make my prophecies come
true. Then, after another four years, they can segregate them-
selves, if they see fit, and organize their anew.

I realize that we need two political parties in e;l‘freat republie,
and for that reason I am not here to say one word in censure of
a man because he is a Democrat. If we were all Republicans or
all Democrats to-day we would soon separate, because one element
would be radical and the other conservative. And so it is gnite
the same thing to me if you call one man a ** Republican ' and an-
other a ©“ Demoerat,” as it would if you called one man a ** con-
gervative’’ and the other a ““radical,” though they belong to the
same .

Therefore, there is no quarrel between us, and as I have been
teaching the doctrine of good will thronghout the West I have
come here now to teach if to you gentlemen on the other side. I
wish fo say that the only opposition I have heard to President
Roosevelt is that which comes from a liftle bunch of Populists
down in Wall street. [Langhter.] By Populists I mean people
who deal in fiat. We contended against fiat in the West until
we Wi it ont. We went out when we saw a Populist and
threw salt on his whiskers and caught him and brought him into
the Republican ranks. [Laughter.]

‘We have wiped out Populism in the West, and it will soon be
determined that this little bunch of Populists in Wall street can
not dictate the nomination of either ‘We have put 100
centsin every dollar of our money, and it is now time for them to
put 100 cents of assets behind every dollar of the securities they
are selling to the people. These men, I think, may be properly
designated as pontoon patriots, who float their little paper ven-
tures on unmeandered and boundless waters to nameless ports,
and they may as well know now as at any other time that they
can not defeat the renomination of Theodore Roosevelt next June.

They are making an effort to-day to create a sentiment through-
out the West and make the people there believe that there is such
opposition here that he will be defeated if renominated. v
are trying to get an echo from the West, but the echo refuses to
come back, and so the West will do its duty and the East will do
its dut{, and he will be triumphantly reelected. Therefore, I
invite the Democrats, who are hopeless in this campaign, to ecome
in and join us and make it unanimous, and make this campaign
one grand sweet m%hmughout a happy land.

Mr. Bryan asks, “ ¥ do you want toreorganize? What are
you going to do when you get reorganized?”’ It is quite clear
that neither one faction nor the other is going to win, and thus

on will be torn with dissensions until you resolve to dissolve.

t is a great deal better just to disband at once and come in and
be a part of us. You will be far better off when yon get through
with the campaign if you will come in and vote the Republican
ticket this year, You will get rid of all the isms that have been
distracting your party so long. You have Johnsonism down in
Ohio, t.houg{\ they got pretty well rid of that thisyear, and the
only way to get rid of it is fo do as the Ohio folks did last Novem-
ber, and do it plenty.

As you kave done with Johnsonism in Ohio so you shonld do
with Bryarism and all these other ““isms* throughout the whole
conntry, and when you have wiped them all out you can start in
on the old basis, for we need the Democratic in our busi-
ness. No man ever made a harness without a strap and a
hold-back strap. You need a breeching on your harness, espe-
cially when you are going down hill, and, as some eruel wit has
said, the eountry is nearly always going down hill when you
Democrats are in power. But we want you to reorganize om
old lines and get her again, for nothing tends more fo the
safety of the comntry than fo have two strong parties contend-

for supremacy.
And let me ask, Who is the leader of the Democracy to-day? No
one on the other side of the House can fell. Thereis no recog-
nized leader of that party. The distinguished eman from
Mlmm ; pén [Mr. Wl%mutaglg]. I admit, lem}ls, arll:I sbly]ea];is, his
party in Congress. s aswell as his geography pre-
vents him from grasping the seats of the mighty and becoming a
candidate for the Presidency at this time. So there is no 3
and becaunse there is norecognized leader and you are rent in fae-
tions we urge you tocome to us in your grief and let us solve your
problems for you and bind ;;1) your wounds.

We have heard a great deal from pessimistic speakers on this
floor about some organizations of wealth, No man, whether Re-
publican or Democrat, belisves in monopolies. But what are
these great aggregations of wealth that we have to-day? What
are they doing? Arethey destroying thecountry, orare theyadd-
ing to its happiness? Could you do the manufacturing business of
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the world to-day without these aggregations? Why,sir, fiftyor a
hundred years ago manufacturing was a simple thing.

At every crossroads was a shoemaker who made boots and shoes
for the neighborhood; at the same crossroads was the blacksmith
and the waﬁon maker who made the wagons and the farm imple-
ments for that community. They had no railroads then, and but
little water transportation. The country was divided up into
little communities, each working for itself. But now the world
is changed. You have reached out. The old firm of Jones &
Smith, or whatever it may have been, is not able to-day to do the
business of the world. 1If you should cut down the aggregations
of wealth which are conducting the great manufactures to-day,
you would cut off all our foreign trade, because then we could
not compete with the other nations of the earth.

I was in a great shoe factory up in New York State the other
day. More than a hundred different people, aided by as many
different machines, were each doing some little part of the work.
No one was making a whole shoe. The old shoemaker, it is true,
has been thrown out of employment and is perhaps not so happy
as he was, for he may have been too old to learn a new trade.
But shall the world stop while some fellow is learning how to
““catch on?"” Shall we not rather help him to *‘ catch on *’ else-
where while we go on building up these centers of wealth that
are engaged in manufacturing, not alone for our own people, but
for all the nations of the earth? Does any man believe that you
conld have the great locomotive that to-day aids in the transpor-
tation of the world if there were not millions of dollars some-
where engaged in the manufacture of that wonderful machine.

Can you go back to the conditions of fifty years ago and still
have the blessings that you enjoy now? Why, sir, at that time
$100 at a country cross was sufficient capital for the little
manufacturing establishment. But now the same implements
and many more—the fruits of American genius—are made at less
cost on an infinitely larger scale, which requires & vast capital
under a single roof with thousands of men. If you are going to
have the civilization that we enjoy to-day, you must have aggre-
gations of wealth conducting the manufactures of our conntry.

Fifty years ago there was none of the modern machinery that
is used on the farm to-day. The cotton compresser was unknown
at that time. You could not have that great machine if you had
not large capital somewhere manufacturing it. The great farm
imple:nents that we use in the North were not known then be-
cause American genius had notinvented them. But to-day they
are known and are needed. If you cut off these aggregations of
wealth and destroy them by means of the drastic legislation that
I have heard snggested, you would do away with all the progress
that has been identified with the past generation.

We have heard a great deal during the last few years—and I
am not going back of 1886—on this silver question. In the cam-
paigh of 1806 a great many people told us that wheat and silver
went together. They have not been going together very much
gince. 1 doubt very much whether they are going together any-
where.

Certain things have happened in the world that have affected
both wheat and silver, things that had no necessary connection
with each other. When we built the Pacific railroads through
the Rocky Mountains we reduced the cost of producing silver and
forever knocked ount the previous ratio between the two metals,
If you are ever going fo get ** sixteen to one’ again, which Mr.
Bryan asks to have reaffirmed in your platform, you will have to
withdraw the railroads from the Rocky Mountains and repeal a
generation of civilization. Whenever you do that you can have
the old conditions, but not until then.

Why do I say that? Because 80 }Jer cent of all the gold pro-
duced in the world requires no smelting—only 15 or 20 per cent
requires smelting, and transportation has not seriously affected
that question. But all the silver produced does require smelting,
and therefore transportation has affected it. You have destroyed
the ratio by the progress of civilization, and you can not get it
back unless you give up the civilization you now enjoy.

About the same time you were building those railroads which
have crossed the continent and reduced the cost of producing sil-
ver they were doing something over in Africa. They dug a
canal—the Suez Canal down in Africa—that brought the Indian
wheat fields 4,000 miles nearer to the markets of the world. The
product of India was dumped upon the markets of Liverpool and
thus brought into competition with the products of Minnesota.

Those two facts—the building of railroads in America and the
building of canals in Africa—had a bearing upon the ratio be-
tween gold and silver and between wheat and silver that was not
calculated on in the campaigns recently passed. A little study of
history will tell you what it was that disturbed the ratio, and
point out the only way that you can bring it back.

I have said that most of the Democrats were in favor of the
Panama Canal, and I believe that with the digging of that canal
and the development of waterways in the Southern States that

[

| pool through Canadian territory that would na

the old South in the next generation will have a progress that it
has never dreamed of, If we continue along the lines we have
followed in the last generation the South will be the greatest bene-
ficiary of Republican policies in the generation fo come. Why,
then, should you not accept my invitation to disband and heﬂ:
this good work on?

A great many people think. as some of our friends on the oppo-
site side would have us believe, that the rich men own all the
money of the world. Let me merely suggest that the poor men
own the money and the rich men own the collateral, and that if

ou can frighten the poor men of the United States you can make
d times in ninety days. Ninety per cent of all the business
men in the country are doing business on credit. They handle
money, but they owe it. The poor man draws his wages and
puts them in a bank, and he owns the money and it is his,

Iwas in the city of Cleveland last fall, and I found that one
single savings bank had $46,000,000 in deposits; $46,000,000 in a
single city in a single savings bank, and not the money of the
rich, but the money of the toilers of that metropolis of Ohio. So
it is all over our broad land. In every city you find in the banks
the hoards of the poor, and not the hoards of the rich. And in
ninety days, by disturbing the confidence of the poor and making
them withdraw and hide their cash, youn can bring a taste of the
hard times that you had in 1893 and 1894 and 1895.

And let me say in passing that it does not make so much differ-
ence whether the tariff is high or low as it does whether it is sta-
ble. Stability makes business secure and the wages of the poor
certain, Tariff agitarion for a year or two in a political cam-
paign, another agitation for a year or so before Congress meets
and takes action, disturbs business beyond all description, and it
seems to me that if the two political parties are wise in the future
they will never make a national campaign on a question that is
so closely connected with the business interests of the conntry.
I believe the Republican party itself is wise enough to see when
corrections are needed and to make them without agitation and
with the full approval of the American people.

It may be that the people of my State in a little time will ask
for some modification. There are some good people in Minnesota
to-day who think that Canadian wheat ought to come * across
lots’* on its way to Europe. They feel that the tariff of 25 cents
on wheat does not bring anything to our Tre ,and it keeps
a great deal of business out of Minneapolis and uth. There
is a great deal of that feeling in the North and West. Whether it
will assert ifself so formidably that it will ask action of the Re-
gublican party or not I can not surely say, but I believe it will

o so very forcibly and very soon.

Becanse of our delay the Canadian people have builded within
the last few years elevators with a capacity of 20,000,000 bushels
on the north shore of Lake Superior, and are taking grain tohII.(i)varh-

throug!
our ports, and by the cost of transportation and theylianpafsdljng and
insurance would leave millions of dollars among our people.

Let me say also that the State of Minnesota is changing from
wheat growing to diversified farming. To-day we have more
than 800 creameries within our State, and in another generation,
unless through our agricultural experiments we can raise the

ield of wheat from 15 to 25 bushels per acre, we shall cease to

a wheat-producing State. We hope to increase that average
yield, but if we do not wheat will pass away from Minnesota as
its principal product, for we can make more money at something
else, and in another generation it will be a State of diversified
farming; and if we shut out Canadian wheat the great flouring
(f;ent.er that you have known at Minneapolis will have passed away
oTever.

In a very few years her mills will need the harder wheat of
Canada to mix with the softer wheats grown farther south if we
are going to make that a g&t flour-manufacturing center and
let it have the supremacy that it has held for a generation. The
handling of a hundred million bushels of Canadian wheat wounld
mean at least $15,000,000 for the railroads; it would mean much
more in the other industries that wounld be built up by the side of
the great grain business in Minneapolis and Duluth, and it is a
subject worthy the serious consideration of the Republican party
for the Canadian product will soon exceed those figures.

But I am not here to start an agitation upon the question. I
feel that the tariff should not be a campaign issue; that it should
be an issue among the partyleaders; that they should know what
is wisest and best for our country, and do it withoutlong agitation
and the disturbance of the business interests of our people.

I do not know what the leaders think about that because I have
not consulted with them, but I believe that they will hear from
the West upon that question, and when they do hear I think they
will yield to the reasonable demands of our people. They can,
at least, correct the present law, which requires our mills when
grinding Canadian wheat in bond to ship the bran and all the
other refuse out of the country. This is impracticable, and be-
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gides we need thece by-products for feed for our stock in the West.
But enough of this for the present.

A great many Democrats—and I see some facing me that I think
a great deal of—are afraid of what is going to happen in this
country. Let me assure them that nothing is going to happen
very serious very soon. I want to congratulate the Democratic
party itself on some improvements that it has made. I was glad
to fiud when I entered Congress for the first time this year that
the D:mocrats of Ohio had made a vast improvement in exchang-
ing the honorable Mr. Lentz for Judge BApGER of that State.

Langht.er.]h That seems to me one of the greatest improvements
eir party has made within my memory.

A great many Democrats are afraid that we are going to have
an empire here. They are going to try to make that one of the
issues of the next campaign. They tried to make it one before.
Mr, Bryan said. in his speech in New York the d‘:{:before yester-
day, that he greatly regretted the people did not take to thatissue,
and he will strive to keep that as a partyissae. But, gentlemen,
we have been getting rid of empires ever since we were a Govern-
ment. One by one we have driven them off the continent.

You remember that we had a dispute with the King of England
for a few years, and he Iet go of this part of the world and went
away. Then we are soon to celebrate the purchase of Lonisiana
Territory from the first consul and soon-to-be Emperor of
France. We got rid of his dominion upon this continent. It has
been the policy of our people that they do not want an empire
here. We bought Florida, and got rid of more empire. We took
Texas as a slice of Mexico, and got California and all that terri-
tory to the westward, and gradually got rid of the Spanish Em-
pire. Then we continued by purchasing Alaska from Russia,
and got rid of another empire.

And again, looking out across the Pacific, we saw Queen Lil
on her throne, Wae told her to *‘ come off,”’ and we took her lit-
tle country in and have given liberty to her people. So, one by
one, we have been getting rid of empires, and we are not going to
make one of our country. ¥, when our Government was
formed our fathers hardly dared to leave the selection of Presi-
dent, Senators, and Representatives to the people. For many
years the Congressmen fixed the nominations for %resident. The
people would not permit that to-day.

In all our history we have been steadily tending toward a gov-
ernment immediately in the hands of the people. Out in the
State of Minunesota we are coming, through our educational sys-
tem of uplifting the common people, to the point that they under-
stand quite as well as you or I what is the best interests of this
country. Weare now beginning there what I think our sonthern
brethren should begin soon—the consolidation of the country
schools. We are taking half a dozen eountry districts and unit-
ing them into graded schools, and we shall soon be teaching agri-
culture in them also.

The man who teaches a graded school in the country can have
his little farm by the side of the schoolhouse. and agriculture can
be tanght while he is teaching the literary branches. And soon
it will be possible for every boy and girl in Minnesota to secure a
graded school education without leaving the parentalroof. When
this system is adopted by the whole conntry, North and South,
East and West, you will find thiere will be no danger of making an
empire of oar conntry. and every Democratic fear will be allayed.

But instead of making an empire we shall set, as we have ever
set, an example. to the other peoples of the earth in the building
of republics. I know that some object even to that. Gentle-
men on the other side have said that the President acted a little
too quickly on the Isthmus, in doing what everybody warted
done, and incidentally giving aid and comfort to a Republic.
Yet there is not a Democrat on this floor who, if he had the
casting vote, would not give that vote for the approval of the
Panama treaty and the building of the canal. The only objec-
tion I have ever heard raised to it was that by digging a canal
we would let the two oceans into a combine, but that isnot a
very serions objection. [Laughter.

I realize that it is pretty hard work for a Democrat to leave his
party, and in extending this formal invitation to him to come into
the Republican party and be one of us, I know how hard it
is for him to do it. There is a little railroad down in southern
Minnesota, in a district represented by one of my colleagues, a
few miles long, with a daily mixed train that always gets to its
destination too late for a connection. .

A lady who was riding on this train one day complained to the
conductor that the train was going too slow, and, finally, after
many importunities, asserted that she could walk faster than the
train was going. The conductor retorted by asking her why she
did not get off and wallk, and she =aid that she would do so, but
her people would not be looking for her unfil the train got in.

ughter and applause.] So I realize how hard it is for the
ocrats to get out and walk faster than their party is going,

as nobody will be locking for them; but nevertheless I extend the
invitation in the kindliest spirit and with no feeling of hate.

I was indeed a little sorry that we could not have leaders in
this House upon the different sides both from one section of the
country, In my reading of history I remember that a gentleman
from the South has always been pitted against a gentleman from
the North, and my only regret is that the leader on the Republi-
can side and the leader on the Democratic side were not both
from the North or both from the South, that we might wipe out
these old sectional differences and forget them for evermore.
Sometimes, unfortunately, the mere fact that the leaders live in
these sections arrays the people behind them against each other,
and I would gladly remove even this seeming hostility.

And now, in spite of all the imistic speeches we have heard,
I wish to suggest that the world is getting better and brighter all
the time. The conditions which existed a generation ago would
not be tolerable now. You are raising more cotton in the South
than youn did with slave labor before the war, and yon do not want
to go back to that. The conditions in the South are happier to-
day than ever before.

‘We heard some debate upon that yesterday, and while there
may be some difference of opinion, I think if we throw all parti-
sanship aside everyone will admit that the South is happier and
more prosperous and her joy fires burning brighter to-&y than
ever before under any condition or under any party.

Surely the North is more prosperous than it was ever before;
the volume of our manufactures is greater, our consumption at
home is greater, onr exports abroad are greater than they were
ever before, and the people are happier because everybody is
prosperous, thus bringing equality of condition, and the real
secret of happiness is, in my judgment, this equality of all the

ople; and one of the reasons why the people of the North are a
Fiitle happier than the people of the South is that there is more
feeling of equality between all the people and less distinction, due,
perhaps, to a more universal prosperity, and you can never have
true happiness except where there is that feeling of equality
toward the fellows with whom you associate.

This feeling of equality is the sweetest happiness, and through
the prosperity that we have experienced in the last six or eight
years we have lifted up the laboring man until he has sufficient
means to be on an equality with all of his fellows, even with his
employer, and—

Mr. SCUDDER. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. BEDE. Certainly.

Mr. SCUDDER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether
that feeling of equality could possibly prevail where the races
are different?

Mr. BEDE, I could not hear the gentleman.

Mr. SCUDDER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether
that feeling of equality to which he has made reference is pos-
sible where the races are different? I ask whether it could, in
his opinion?

Mr. BEDE. Well, I would hardly try to settle the race prob-
lem here to-day. :

Mr.SCUDDER. I thong}ltths gentleman was touching nupon it.

Mr, BEDE. No, no; I did not, While my words might seem
to refer to that, I did not mean to do so. I realize the South has
certain troubles of her own. We know that peculiar institutions
make peculiar burdens. For a few hundred years a certain part
of our country had a peculiar institution that has bronghtitsown
peculiar burdens which they of that ssction must needs bear. I
for my part will never add one feather weight to the burden which
is resting nupon them. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And
I have only invited you into the Republican party that we might
help you fo solve that problem along with all the rest. [Applause
on the Republican side. ]

I think I have been in every Southern State. Thave meta great
many Southern people. I know they are good people; and if they
were not, I would not invite them into the Republican party.
The very fact that I invite them is an assurance that I believe
they are the right kind of folks.

Mr. THAYER. Our good friend has been inviting the Demo-
crats fo join the Republican party. I want to ask him if heisled
to that desire from fear that a large part of the Repablicans will
vote against the stagnant party, the * stand pat’® party, in the
next Presidential election and come over with the progressive
Democratic party?

Mr. BEDE. I would ask the gentleman from Massachusetts
vg(ilmm he is going to nominate? [Laughter on the Republican

side.]

Mr. SCUDDER. Thatis going tobe decided by the Democratic
convention. g

Mr. THAYER. Ishould be pleased to answer the gentleman
if I had the power in my hands to nominate, but in the Demo-

/,rf’
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cratic party we have no bosses; we have no one man who nomi-
nates the President.

Mr, BEDE. Mr. Chairman,Iliveina Statein which they nomi-
nate Congressmen by primaries, where all the people have a vote
as to who shall be Congressman. I understand thers is a certain
section of the Democratic party in New York where Congressmen
are sent to Washington by appointment. [Laughter on the Re-
guhlican side.] I understand there are certain others of this

ouse that would try to exclude a great many people from the

" right of suffrage. I never heard of a Republican introducing a
biil torepeal the thirteenth, fourteenth, or fifteenth amendment.

Now, I am not going to say whether thess amendments were
right or wrong when they were passed. I am merely going to
say to yon that we elected a President that was taken away from
us in 1865, and we might have done differently or have done the
same thing in a better way had he lived; but the Republican
party believes that oven if mistakes have been made the 'Eeat way
to right them is to go ahead and not to back up.

As I have already intimated, it is far from my heart to say one
word that wounld be a burden to gentlemen from the Southern
States. I know we have had a great many people in Minnesota
from the South, not alone from Southern States like Virginia—
my predecessor in this House was from that State. We have had
good friends from Missouri, too. We had friends from Missouri
w[?o cal?t:r up there and introduced the Missouri system of finance.

aughter.

: They distributed money on horseback, and we kept them there
for twenty-five years. [Renewed laughter.] We do not let any
lﬁssouria.n‘svget away when they come to us with malice afore-
thought. e have a sort of hospitality and tryto keep them
there, and try to reciprocate the kindness that we know would
be extended to us in that great Commonwealth, one of the best
and one of the most abused States in the Union.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. BEDE. Certainly.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, What did Em do with the mayor
of one of your great cities in Minnesota? Is he in for twenty-five
years or for life? [Laughter.] .

Mr. BEDE. Heisnot in aret, and I hope he is innocent. He
was recently a Democrat and had been a Republican only for six
months when he was convicted. [Langhter on the Republican
side.

M}. GAINES of Tennessee. That showswhat a good man does
when he gets into bad company. [Laughter.]

Mr, BEDE. We hadn’t had time to reform him.

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield ina

-natured way?

Mr. BEDE. Certainl hﬂsms!

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. How much advantage hasthe
gentleman over this mayor that he refers to?

Mr. BEDE. Let me say to the gentleman, and to this side of | diffi

the Honse as well, that the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HEPBURN,
received my first vote in the campaign of 1830. I want to admit
frankly, and you will see it in my biography in the Directory,
that I voted the Democratic ticket a few times, and I know how
hard it is. ughter.] My first vote and my last vote were
ublican, but in the meantime I voted the Democratic ticket,
and it is necessarily the mean time when you do a thing like that.
[Great laughterﬁ 3
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Instead of that being a mean
time for the gentleman, wasn't it a tolerably good time? Wasn't
he United States marshal during that time?
Mr. BEDE. IwasUnitedStates marshal fora ve%gwmonths.
I served during the war of the strikes in 1804, and resigned,
a thing which proves that I was not a real Democrat, [Laughter
and applause on the ReIiublican side.]
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been saying a great many things.
I came here with no set talk to make, and had not intended to
take up the time of the Honse. But let me add that the Demo-
cratic pﬁhas been reaching out for the Populist vote of the
West, while often ridiculing the Populists, and yet they speak, as
the gentleman recently did speak on this floor, of our abusing Mr.
n. Ireadin a Democratic paper in St. Louis not many years
ago of a Populist convention, and that paper described the Popu-
lists as “an aimless and useless [Liate;war?pus of mincompoopic
bsquirts and rapscallions.” ughter.
gaWa have never said anything so mean against anybody that we
have been trying to get into our party, and I shall not say any-
thing so mean against any gentleman on that side of the House
or any man that you may seek to nominate as a Presidential can-
didate for your party. I know Mr. Bryan personally and well,
and have the highest regard for him. I believe that heis sin-
cere, and all the more dangerous because he is sincere. I know
Mr. Cleveland fairly well. I think he is one of the great men of
the country. : - :
I believe that ultimately his Administration will belooked upon

as one of the best in our history, though it is one that the Demo-
crats themselves now abuse the most. Now, if I am willing to
forgive both Mr. Cleveland and Mr, Bryan, will yon Democrats
do as much? [Laughter on the Republican side.] I want this
fo be an era of good feeling. I want you to love one another and
to love us, and stop sitting up nights hating each other in your
own party. We do notdo that out in Minnesota. To be sure, we
have pretty long daysin the summer, and the sun sits up nights
to shine for the farmers up there and does help a little bit in the
prosperity, I admit; but it is due largely to the Republican poli-
cies that help the sunshine. [Laughter.]

Besides, we have got improved machinery out there. I remem-
ber distinctly as a boy on the Western Reserve in Ohio that the;
used to cut their grain with a seythe and with an oId-fashioneE
cradle and a sickle. 'We do not do that now. You can not sell
anything fo a farmer in Minnesota that he can not sit down on.
[Launghter.] Things are coming our way.

I saw a farmer in the district of the chairman of this commit-
tee [Mr. TAWXEY], in the southern portion of Minnesota, a year or
80 ago, who was out cultivating his corn along the roadside, and
one of the rural mail carriers, on a route the gentleman from Min-
nesota had had established, came along and handed the farmer his
morning paper and his letters as he was cultivating hiscrop. He
had an umbrella or a sort of canopy over his cultivator, and he
went along reading his newspaper and cultivating his mind while
he was cultivating the soil, and that is why yon get that sort of a
gentleman from thatsortof a district. [Laughter and applause.]

I am only asking gou Democrats to be full-fledged Americans;
just tocome in out of the wet while you wait, and g like us. Ouf
in the West I saw a few years ago a little party of gentlemen
talking of their different nationalities, for we have everything
there, and among the gentlemen was a Scotchman, an English-
man, a German, an Italian, and finally they came to one fellow
who said that he was a Norwegian, but that he had been * neu-

tralized.” [Prolonged langhter.]
I am willi u should be Democrats if you will just be ““nen-
tralized,” just be full-fledged Americans and belong to the whole

country., Once upon a time I know there was a little difference
between the North and the South, and then every relative I had on
earth over 18 years of age was in the Union Army. My good old
father is sleeping over here in Arlington to-day, but that does not
make me hate any man that comes the South.

The statute of limitations has run on that business, go faras I
am concerned, and I am willing to take you into full fellowship
just to let you disband and get rid of your two-thirds rule, and in
four years come out and elect for President the gentleman from
Mississippi [Mr. WiLLIAMS], if you can. I want to find some way
to promote him, ughter and applause.] And the world is
not so bad as it has pictured by some of those who were
talking Jélecantly. ‘When they havelived longer they will see things

erently.
I used to think sometimes myself that things were not just right,
and I have not the slightest doubt now that I conld run thiscoun-
better than it ever was run, but there are a lot of yon fellows
who will not let me have my own way, so I have to compromise
with about 80,000,000 ]ieop e, and it is pretty hard to lead the
country emctlgeright when one is compromising with so many.
But there will be no danger to the country while Iam here in Con-
gress. I won’t let anything happen on
laughter.]

Sothrowaway your fears and throwaway all those old socialistic
doctrines that you can not put in practice here, We have got
to run the Government, and to do so we must have five or six
hundred millions of dollars & year, or else we can not godown South
and scoop out the rivers that are too shallow and bank up those
that aretoo deep. We are doing everything that you want us to
do, and we can not do it without an abundant revenue, and while
you are putting on that abundant revenue let us Rut it on where
it will do the American laborer the most good. [Applause onthe
Republican side.]

e world in a sense is smaller than it ever was., Did yon ever
stop to think of that? I see a gentleman here from Louisiana.
Now, when the battle of New Orleans was fought down in his
State in 1815 had been declared for two weeks in Europe
and the world had not heard of it this side of the Atlantic, and
we conld have gone on killing Englishmen for a couple of months
before the news here. It does not travel that way now.

In 1898, when y lized up his ships for battle in Manila
harbor, I am told that fact traversed 20.000 miles, over continents’
and under seas, and was ticked into the White House here in
Washington in just thirty-five minntes. The world in one way
is getting r, and we are getting closer together, and our
country is becoming a world power with interests common to all
mankind. Just at the close of the Spanish war a friend of mine,
who was rather opposed to expansion, was going from Paris to
Rome on a modern railroad train—made in America, under our

is side. [Applauseand
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Republican industrial system, by the way, and shipped across
the ocean—and on that train he fell in with General Garibaldi,
of Italy, a gentleman he thounght was a Scotchman at first by his
conversation; and in talking over American affairs and our vic-
tory Garibaldi asked what America was going to do now.

My friend did not know. He was pretty modest, as every
American was before the Spanish war. But General Garibaldi
said, ‘“ You have become a world power, whether you will or
not.” Said he, * There is not a meeting of a cabinet in a capi-
tal of Eur but the first question asked on any subject that
arises is, What will the United States of America say about it?’
They can not do business unless they know what our opinion is.
The thought of America is to-day dictating the political thonght
of theworld. Wehave lifted our standard higher than any other
nation, and we are teaching other nations how to lift theirs.
[Applause.]

‘We erected a Republic here; and Mexico followed; and the States
of Central and South America followed Mexico. Then we threw
the Monroe doctrine around them; and Monroe was a pretty good
Demoerat. And as we had ‘“an era of good feeling ** under Mon-
roe, why can you not come in now and make ‘“an era of good
feeling ”’ nmder Roosevelt? Just make it unanimous this year for
once! [Laughter.] You have not done anything so remarkable
orsignificant in a long while. It will rid you of all your bitterness
and save you a lot of medicine,

Get all this vinegar out of you. Come in, and we shall have
the jolliest time in this Congress that you ever knew. And then
four years now can segregate yourselves and select a
leader that isa leader, Let us not have any dispute over the sil-
ver or gold standard, because that question is academic. The
world moved along. The gold standard is here to stay,
whether Mr. Bryan wills it or not.

Just come in and be good natured about it. Do not make any
more of these bitter hes. 1t does not pay. They may read
well down in the South, just as some bitter speeches on our side
may read well in the North. But they will not read well after a
while. They may be “a enough Morgan for the campaign,”
but that is not the kind of stuff to educate young America on.

It seems to me that the interests of this country are too great to
permit us to give up our time to these petty wrangles, and I look
forward with impatient joy to that good time coming when all
these little whirlpools of earthly hate shall be lost in the great
ocean of God’s love. There are other points that I would like to
raise, but I see my time has been exhausted.

Mr. AY. Go ahead, you can have all the time you

want.

Mr. BEDE. Thankyou. Iwould like to suggest to this House,
not alone to one side of it, that the Monroe doctrine to which I
have referred is just as big as the United States Navy, and no
bigger. [Applanse on the Republican side.] If you should
onroe doctrine to-
morrow. If you build up the Navy you extend the Monroe doc-
trine, and you can do as you will with it.

I believe that the policy of this nation, if we are to be a great
nation among the others of the world, is to have such a Navy as
will enforce those laws that we have laid down, or else withdraw
the law and not pretend toitsenforcement. I am not pretending
to say how much this House or any House shall d for that pur-
pose; but I am here to say that the people of the West stand for
that thought; that they are willing you should do whatever is
reasonable to help to make this the greatest nation in the world,
as we think our State is the best, if not the greatest, in this Union.

I may be excused if I tell some of my friends here that we have
a school fund of §15,000,000 in onr State that we use in the man-
ufacture of citizens; §15,000,000 with which we are buying the
bonds of other States, invested in a permanent school fund. I
wonuld that every State of the South Eead ag simple a problem in
the education of its youth, black and white, as we have in our
great Commonwealth. I know that you have the double stand-
ard of schools down there, and must needs have it. I would that
ymn]'_l E?enﬂ vb;erebltilgliter than they ha:;et la]md e??t your progress

i greater; but I urge again t enext quarter century
%Republican policies will give to the South more progressthan
it has known in the last hundred years.

You were devastated by a civil war; have had the burden
of two races to educate and to nplift. &: generation has passed
away, and you are only now coming into your inheritance. We
want to build the Panama Canal to help you, and yet your party
at the other end of the Capitol is holding it back. Why not pass
the treaty and have the work begun? %hen we first talked of
that canal it was to be built so that the Pacific coast States could
get to Europe; but the Senate has been talking, and now we are
going to dig the canal so that the Atlantic States and the South
can get to the Orient. The world has turned aronnd while the
Senate has been talking about these things. [Launghter.]

We have been trying to help you for a long time, but youn re-

fused tobehelped. Now, go to your friends and tell them to pass
that treaty. Tell them to let the work begin. to let Republican
progress march on, and it will be for the uplifting of your States
more than it will for mine. The South has more at stake in the
Panama Canal than any other part of the Union. The city of
New York, the city of Baltimore, and a few Atlantic coast towns
are the only ones that have any great interest in it, and we are
doing it because we believe that it is necessary for the progress of
the nation, and incidentally for the uplifting of the commerce of
the South.

I look for that time when New Orleans will be one of the great
cities of our continent, perhaps the greatest exporter upon our
continent. I look for Mobile to have a marvelous growth, and
the building of that canal and the development of the Mississippi
may reach in its blessings to St. Louis, and perhaps throngh the
drainage canal even to Chicae%o itself. And when all these plans
for progress have been carried out the Sonth will then approve of
Republican policies, and it might just as well come in and vote
for them now. [Laughter.] 2

Oh, we have heard some very pessimistic talk from the other
side, but the world is not very bad after all. I have heard fel- -
lows find fault before. I met a friend of mine once who was
kicking very hard. He had just came out of a saloon. He told
me he had been buying some lining for his wunderclothes,
[Laughter.] Why, he said:

That his horse went dead and his mule wentlame,
And he lost six cows in a poker game;

Then a hurricane came on a summer day
And blew the house where he lived away;

And an earthquake came when that was gone
And swallowed the land that the house stood on.
Then the tax collector, he came *round,

And charged him up with the hole in the ground.

[Launghter.]

He thought that was carrying the single tax a little too far.
[Laughter.] But if you could analyze his cass, and analyze the
case of all complainers and kickers, yon would find that out of a
hundred of them at least ninety ought to go ont and kick them-
selves. They do not improve the opportunities they have, the
opportunities that lie at their doors,

I have had occasion to go ouf in my State to induce the farmers
to build creameries. It is sometimes the hardest thing in the
world to induce people to do the thing that is for their own inter-
est. I have gone into little places in the backwoods where they
kept two or three cows, and set the milk on a shelf in the living
room, where they discussed Democratic politics and chewed to-
boceo, and did a lot of things. And when they brought their
butter into town you could taste every member of the family,
[Great langhter.]

They did not meet halfway the opportunities that they had.
That is the complaint I have against you Democrats over there.
You have now an 6pportunity and a cordial invitation to vote the
RelEuincan ticket, and yon refuse. You have an opportunity to
upbuild the South and make it as prosperous as Pennsylvania and
Ohio, and you decline to doso. I sincerely hope that in another
generation there will be more spindles in the Southern States than
in all the rest of the world. I want to see every waterfall in
Dixie turning spindles and giving employment to blacks gnd whites
alike. [Loud applause.] :

I'want to see you so prosperous that you will indorse what T am
saying now. [Laughter.] Why, when I hear one of those Dem-
ocratic speeches it reminds me of an incident that occurred once
in a lit%e v]:estemdtown where a “ Mr. Day '’ was wedded to a
**Miss Week,” and a great many people regretted the loss of
time. [Laughter.] But a country editor who had a penchant
for poetry remo all sorrow, if he did not dry every eye, with
the lines:

A Week is lost; a Day is :
For soon there wﬂlbi Dag;ﬂlido‘ubg? t:hmakey Shﬁ ?ﬁmagﬁn.hm’

[Great langhter.]

Mx;. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. May I interrupt the gentle-
mans

Mr. BEDE. Certainly.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. On behalf of the history of lit-
erature, I wonld like to have it go into the REcORD that George
D. Prentice was the author of those immortal lines.

Mr. BEDE. I am glad to pay any tribute to the memory of
George D. Prentice, and may every Democrat be as happy as he.
I know that-the Democratic party needs a good deal of my advice.
{Lﬂnghter.] I have given it a great deal in my own State when

belonged to it [langhter] and when I did not. And I think I
can k more convincingly, as I can more impartially, than if
I did not kmow the burden of its song,

It is hard for the Southern people to vote the Democratic
ticket and at the same time to believe in the gold standard; to
believe in the Monroe doctrine that we are carrying out; to be-
lieve in the Panama Canal; to believe in our expansion policy in
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the Philippines, and to believe in protection, as many of them do.
Thave talked with business men in New Orleans and in Mobile who
believe on all these questions as I do, but when it comes to elec-
tion they do not vote as Ido. This, I think, is due to their envi-
ronment, and I am willing to go down there and help them to
change things. I would that the South might enjoy every bless-
ing known to the people of my State. You, gentlemen, are bear-
ing your own peculiar burdens, and it is perhaps not practical
for the Federal Government to do anything to aid you in this,

That progress is most secure which we achieve for ourselves.
But I do feel, as one of our writers has said, that ** he serves his
country best who joins the tide that bears her nobly on,’” and it
is the Republican party that bears it on to-day. Without bitter-
ness, without upbraiding, without condemning you for the past,
or blighting your hopes for the future, I merely ask you to come
in to the enlarged blessing that we so richly enjoy and avoid the
useless expense of a campaign this year. |Laughter,]

You can not elect anything. [Laughter.] It is no use trying
that. There are a few people, as I said in New York, who want a
President that willlet them * do** folks, but we insist upon a Presi-
dent that will let usdo things. Weare going to get our kind of a
President and are willing you shonld share in the trinmph. We
are going to carry the Eastern States, as we have always done.
‘We are going to carry the West, because we can not help it.
election there will le nothing but a supplementary census.
[Laughter.] That Bureau, you know, has become permanent
now. So there is no nse of all the expense and worry and trouble
on your part without any resunlts, and therefore I close as I began,
by axfanging to you this sincere and formal invitation to dishand
and come into our ranks.

I do not wish to say one word that would give you sorrow. I
feel that the stars and bars of the old Confederacy, justly pre-
served as the fondest heirloom of a prond and gallant people, to
be kissed and caressed by loving generations yet unborn, became
a thousand times more sweet when, as an emblem of earthly

wer, baptized in flame and embalmed in pathetic story, it was

urled forever.

And now another and more beantiful flag floats over every foot
of our broad land and over a myriad islands of the sea. Begin-
ning with thirteen feeble colonies, it has extended its domain to
forty-five great and powerful States, and Old Glory grows brighter
and brighter in the sweet radiance of its own gathering stars.
[Applause. ]

We invite you to share its blessings with us in the fullest
measure, and to—

Stand by the flag, all doubts and TS 8CO]
Believe, with co firm and faith sublime,

That it shall float until the eternal morning \
Pales in its glories all the lights of time.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

The committee informally rose; and Mr, GROSVENOR having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, & message, in writing,
from the President of the United .States was communicated to
the House of Representatives by Mr. BARNES, one of his secre-
taries.

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL.,

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr, Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. RICHARDSON].

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I shall claim
the attention of the committee but a few minutes, and that on a
certain line of thought. I am unwilling, Mr, Chairman, for the
opportunity to pass and fail to put on record the facts and the
incidents connected with the prosperity of the South that made
it possible for the distinguisﬁed gentleman from IHlinois [Mr,
BouteLL] to tell the beautiful tale, as he poetically names it,
“The story of the Sonth.” Mr. i , I concur in every
word that the gentleman from Illinois said relative to the pros-
perity of the South. taken, though. as he said it was, and made
up by the work of the ** scissors and the paste pot.”” I believe,
nﬁ-. Chairman, that this prosperity had better be told by the facts
and incidents that come from the growth of the great manufac-
turing, agricultural, mineral, and timber interests of the South.

I say I believe that those facts can better be told and understood
by referring to these matters than taken from editorials in news-
papers. No man on this floor responds more cheerfully and more
cordially than I do to the liberal, noble, and patriotic sentiments
that the accomplished gentleman so sincerely uttered when he
said that he was glad to know that the bitterness and acrimony
that were produced years ago by our great civil conflict had passed
away. That sentiment finds a hearty response with the people of
the South. I stood not many months since npon that bloodiest
battlefield of the Sonth—the battlefield of Chickamanga—and I
read there the beantifuland
ent States of the North and

The |

the mx:.%niﬂcent and glorious deeds of their noble sons, and I won-
dered if there was a patriotic American who could read those in-
scriptions and not feel a proud inspiration that it was a splendid
tribute to American courage.

I believe in that sentiment, and I say now to the distinguished °
gentleman from Illinois that the * story’ of the prosperity of
the South has been whispered for years into the hearts of the
watchful, patient, and long-suffering people of the South and
given to them a gladness, courage, and hope that they have never
realized before. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to discuss the
hackneyed and worn subject of the race prob%em, save as logically
connected with the industrial growth of the South. Iogeliave
even now that too much has been said on that subject of a see-
tional partisan character. ‘‘Lef us alone’ in the South, and so
far as the logic of our industrial progress and improvement and
development is concerned we will settle peaceably, quietly. that
great question. I hope there is no gentleman on either side of
this Chamber who feels otherwise than that this question, called
the “negro problem,’” ought fo be settled peaceably, quietly, and
with due regard to the material interests of the South and the
peace of the countryat large. That which I will mention firstleads
me to believe that the progress, development, and growing indus-
trial interests of the South is fast settling that question.

Noman doubts the fact that when the negro becomesa very small
minorityin the South and white people take his place in the work-
shops, the mines, and the cultivation of thelands, thatthatisalong
step in the direction of settling the so-called ** negro problem.™
Now, what are the factsabout this? Whatisit thathas contributed
an important part to this wonderful Cﬁhrosperity, present and fu-
ture, in the South? I am glad, Mr. Chairman, yes, I rejoice. to
be able to stand here and say that in my humble opinion the Sonth
to-day stands npon the threshold of a fgreaber growth and pros-
perity than the most favored section of the world has ever real-
ized. We feel it in the atmosphere. We see it in the un-
equaled opportunities and advantages that the South holds out to
the world for profitable investment. The attention of the whole
country—yes, even of the world—is fixed on our seection. This
means immigration will follow, and has now set in. All of this
hoints to commercial supremacy. The first significant fact that

call the attention of tge committee to is this: Go to the last
census, and what startling fact do you find there? There were
24,500,000 acres of tillable land in the South that was cultivated
in the twelve months preceding the publication of the census.

How was it cultivated? Who did it? It speaks more than vol-
umes can tell of the wonderful changes that are going on in our
industrial interests in the South. Out of that 24,500.000 acres of
tillable cotton land, white men cultivated and raised cotton on
14,000,000 acres of it; 5,000,000 were cultivated by what were
known as * managers’ who employed negro labor. Is not that a
significant fact? Is it not more thana whisper in the ear as to the
progressand development of the South, a wholesome change in our
condition, and a certain solution of this vexed question of thenegro
problem? The idea and theory that worthy, good, intelligent and
respectable white people will not and can not cultivate and make
cotton and that negro labor alone can make cotton cultivation a
success is forever exploded. The South is tired and wearied with
the continued agitation of domestic questions calculated and in-
tended to disturb the friendly relations between the white people
of the South and the negro. 'We welcome this movement so aus-
piciously commenced to have white people cultivate the farm-
]'.II% lands of the South. We say this in nospirit of hostility.

t is a change the significance of which ought to attract the at-
tention and approval of every patriotic man, North and South.
And, as suggested just now, we of the Sonth have that question
in our own hands. We are more interested in the peaceable and
quiet solution of it than any other section of the Union. In that
connection I will take occasion to read a few clippings from great
and influential northern newspapers that indicates what the trend
of public opinion in the North is in this great matter. It shows
how public opinion is working on it. Iread from the Philadelphia
Record. a conservative, able, and leading newspaper, published
in the great *‘ city of brotherly love ’—Philadelphia—and no sail
catches more gunickly and thoroughly the sentiment of the people
than a great leading newspaper. Listen:

The move in Maryland to disfranchise negroes, following upon distran-
chisement in Virginia, is not without peril to the people of Pennsylvania if,
as a result of it, there shall be a further African invasion of this State. Our
heavy neﬁ*m vote is already a political misfortune, contributing potentially
toward the continnance of misgovernment. It is an undeniable fact
that the safety of life and 'proxf)arty has been 11;'ut at ter hazard in the
southern and eastern counties of Pennsylvania by the drift northward of an
undesirable negro element. It is quite possible that in the near future the
p;nafie of this State may be obliged to e measures to protect themselves
against further African in on.

That iz ominous, yet how true! *‘ Take measures to protect
themselves against African intrusion,’’ says the Record. I do

goa.triotic inscriptions that the differ- | not say in any spirit of levity that the trouble heretofore on this
uth had made, commemorative of | subject with northern people is that distance gave enchantment
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tothenegro. The questionisdrawing near to themnow; and when
it does they will solve it in the best way for the interests of them-
selves, their families, and their States, just like the South is doing

ay.

W}fy. then, should the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LANDIS)
complain so lustily, as he did in his remarks on the floor yester-
day, about the constitutions of the different States in the South
in seeking to protect themselves from that very element of citi-
zens of which the Record says, ** Our heavy negro voteis already a
political misfortune, contributing potentially toward the continu-
ance of misgovernment.” Learn first to pluck the beam from
your own eye, and then youn can see more clearly to pluck the
mote out of your brother’seyes. I say thisin the kindliest spirit.
This is a question that we ought to discuss free from partisanship
or prejudice.

ow I will read another paragraph. I admit, Mr. Chairman,
that the people of the South owe a debt of gratitude to the negro
that we can never fully repay until the last old antebellum negro
in the Sounth has disappeared. We feel that and recognize it.
Here is another item from the Pittsburg Dispatch. This, too, is
a powerful public organ in shaping public opinion and in reflect-
ing it:

The v i y
ST i o sty Som il i e S
training or for some other deflciency, a negro Foes wrong his temperament
Sayie(s % Fovecaion (o mvEgUEy: W Statuctisted e agtoey ovel s gun:
m ago; but we are mg.tegﬁbod with the p?:mion w!?g.rlf:fas a nalt;frm

we were careful enongh to provide them with the moral education necessary
to preserve relapse into ignorance of all moral laws.

‘ His temperament leads him into a recklessness and flagrancy
of crime that has few parallels,” ete. -

‘Why, Mr. Chairman, what severer criticism conld I make on

the negro than that? I refer to it simply to show that there is a
drift of public opinion on this subject that will soon relegate the
negro question to the shades of the rear,
These are the sentiments coming from the leading newspapers
of the North, and my judgment is that to-day we recognize that
the conservative public sentiment of the North stands strongly
disposed to let this question alone, and let the South solve its own
problem for itself. They realize that they have in the North a
problem tosettle far greater than the South has in the settlement
of the negro problem.

Mr. BOUTELL. Will the gentleman yield for a moment?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. With pleasure.

Mr. BOUTELL. Iwould like to ask whether in the opinion of
the gentleman the tide of European immigration that almost
always follows great prosperity in ary section of the land will
not naturally tend to the South, and perhaps, as we all hope,in a
few years settle this question naturally?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I say that it not only tends
to go there, but it is actually going there now; and I am here to-
day speaking more as an immigration agent for the South than in
any other capacity. I believe that when the white people com-
mence to raise cotton and explode the old idea that nobody but a
negro can raise it—that when that takes place the negroes will
necessarily be seattered thronghout the whole country and immi-
gration will come bonntifully into the South.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman yield to
me?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississipyi. There is an immigration com-
ing into the South, but it is coming mainly from the Middle West
and the Northwestern States. In Louisiana there has been some
immigration of Italians, mainly from middle Italy. They have
made certain parts of Louisiana in the sugar belt bloom like a
rose garden, cultivating the very ditches and banks, and getting
much more out of the land for everybody, as well as for them-
selves, than the incompetent negro population has ever been able
to do. We do not apprehend very much from the European im-
migration generally. We expect that other immigration agents
from other sections frighten them off with statements about the
negro population. But we are geiting a magnificent class of men
from Iowa, Michigan, Wisconsin. Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio, and
these men, I am glad to say, within two or three years after they
get there, whether Democrats or Republicans, are Southerners to
the backbone, and more ultra than are our own people in the
Southern States to-day. :

Mr. BOUTELL. May we not hope to encourage the European
immigration?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. So that we get honest, good.,
patriotie, intelligent citizens for our country, let them come from
wherever they may. I will tell yon the fact, Mr. Chairman, in
reference to these white men cultivating 14,500,000 of tillable
acres in the Sounth, has been to drive the negro to the cities and
towns and there to become vagrants and criminals. No man will
understand me as including all negroes in that class. It would

be untrue and unjust for me to do so. We have a large number
of worthy, intelligent, respectable negroes who spurn and con-
demn the vagrant and criminal class of their own race and do not,
associate with them. This class of negroes are respected by all
the people of the South.

It is for that reason that the South has taken such a strennouns
position on the snbject of vagrants being allowed to vote.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, does not the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. RicHARDSON] believe that the holding of a large p:r
cent of the population in the position of serfs rather than of citi-
zens drives away, in point of fact, the intelligence and valuable
emigration from Europe? Is it not a fact that the discriminaticn
by law against the citizenshiF of the colored man is one of the
strong obstacles in the way of the coming to the South of the im-
migration that has been coming to this country that is valuable—
the German, and especially the Scandinavian? Now, one otler
thing. These people who are going from Ohio and Michigan and
so forth into the South are going there, are they not, simply to de-
velop your resources with their money; and 1s it not a fact that

"the population coming from these States, which the gentleman

hasenumerated, into the Southern States, are going there by reas-n
of the purchase of timber, as in the State of Arkansas. and of
many things—timber, coal, and iron—as in the State of Alabama,
and all that?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Oh, no; not at all.

Mr, GROSVENOR. Do they not go as laborers for the north-
ern capitalists who are developing that country?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama., They come there, the great
majority of them, for the purpose of buying small farms and ccl-
tivating them themselves. That i§ preeminently the case in the
Tennessee Valley, that I have the honor to represent on the floor of
this House; and not only that, but these men that come there
from Ohio and from North and Sounth Dakota and from other
Northern States, almost to a man of the number that were there,
voted for the new constitution of Alabama Which disfranchises,

as you say, the negro.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippl. If the gentleman from Ala-
bama [Mr. RiCHARDSON] will excuse me, in further answer
the guestion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosveNoR], I
would state that there are whole towns of these people. They are
forming colonies, like, for instance, Hammond, La., and Rich-
land, Miss., and several others; and that the people go there o
live, not merely to invest capital.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes; they are forming colo-
nies in some of the counties in my district, They have a mag-
nificent colony in Cullman, in the district just below me, aud
that is taking place all over that section of the South. They are
purchasing farms, and onr own native white population are buy-
ing and cultivating small farms,

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. If the gentleman will excuse me, I
would like to make a statement. =

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly.

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Iwant to say that in my distriet, in
Baldwin County, there is a large colony of gentlemen, composed
almost exclusively of people from Ohior Ilinois, They say
that the atmosphere of that county is very similar to that of Cal-
ifornia. They have small farms, and they constitute one of the
best parts and a splendid part of our citizenship, and we welcone
them to our borders.

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will allow me, I want to
say that I ask these questions only for information. I have no
opinion on the subject.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly; and if I can answer
any questions I will do so cheerfully.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihavebeen answered, andIam delighted,
and it is the most hopeful -lifting of the curtain that I have ex-
perienced in many days. Just let that immigration go on.

. Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. And it settles the race ques-
tion—just what we say it will do. Let ns alone. Do not criticise
us when you are complaining and stand in dread of the same class
of peopleinvading the State of Pennsylvania and other Northern
States. Thatis what I contend for, and nothing more than that.
1 say that I would hate o find a man upon the floor of the Honsa
of Representatives of the American Congress who wants the
Tace M?nqstl_on settled otherwise than peaceably and without sec-
tional friction. TaketheSouth to-day. Whatsection of this Unicn
is more interested in the maintenance of law and order than that
section? We are just budding into a growth and prosperity that
challenges the admiration and wonder of the world. y is it,
then, that people think we want disturbance and conflict? Let
us alone and we will settle the question and settle it to the strength
and glory of the American Union. EAp lause. ]

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, w£1 ask the gentleman fo
yield just one mare time. I dislike very much to interrupt him.
_ Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Not at all; T am glad to be
interrupted by the gentleman.
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Mr. BOUTELL. I want to revert just one moment to some-
thing that seemed to be intimated in the remark made by the gen-
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiams], that there was some
sinister opposition in some way to European immigration into the
South. Now, we all know that immigration, if unrestrained,
flows along isothermal lines. I would like to have both sides of
this House join hands to-day in sending word to the people of
northern Italy and southern Germany and sonthern France that
they will find no better spot on earth, with climate similar to their
own, to go to than the Southern States of this Republic.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I think that to be the truth.

Mr. BOUTELL. And if there is any factor that is preventing
that sort of immigration—if there is any influence at work to
disconrage it—1I shounld like to have it disclosed here on the floor
of thé House that an end may be put to it.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. What we need is vigorons
action against anything that would operate in that way as a dis-
co ent. I believe that the sentiments expressed by the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. BouteLL] are the genuine sentiments,
of his heart; that he believes that whenever white men take the
place of the negro and the ne are scattered in minorities
throughout the Union it will make a settlement of the negro prob-
lem, and make it in a proper way. We do not object to that
disposition. It will help matters powerfully for the Northern
States to take some of our negro population. The subject will
then be understood. More opposed to a wholesale colonization
of the negroes of the South. &

Now I go one step further in reference to the beautiful *story”’
that my friend from Illinois so splendidly and in such chaste and
beautiful words related on the floor of the House the day before
yesterday—a sto? towhich I listened with a great deal of inferest.

Let us look and ses what the South is really doing. Itisamar-
vel to a man who will study it; it creates the profoundestsurprise
when he takes hold of the question and presents it to his mind in
a com tive manner, I have taken occasion, in the short time
that I have had to look into this matter, to hunt up some of the
facts. Of course, I can only refer in a limited way to statistics.
In considering this question no fair-minded man will pretend to
deny that the South only got on its feet, was only in a position to
do something for itself about the year 1880—1I will not go back, be-
canse it would look as if I was seeking political purposes; I will
not go back to compare Democratic administration in Alabama
or any other Souhtern State with Republican administration after
the war and during reconstruction. Isthere a man on the floor
of this House on either side who would say for a moment that the
South to-day would be realizing this prosperity and hoping for a
continnance and increase in the future if negro votes controlled
in any of the Southern States? Not a man in the South would in-
vesta dollar in either of those States; not a dollar from the North
would be invested there. The fact that the white peo;ﬁe, conser-
vative, patriotic, and intelligent, are administering the laws of
those States is what has brought abont our improved condition
and guarantees and insures an unlimited prosperity in the early
future.

Twenty years ago the Sonth manufactured in her mills but little
more than 10 cent of the cotton that she raised. What does
she do now? that short space of time in the life of our Repub-
lic, she to-day manufactures in her own mills more than 50
cent of the cotton that she raises. 'What does that mean? at
does it signify? Nothing hostile, nothing unkind, nothing un-
friendly, The northern man, like the southern man, is seeking
his bestadvantage and opportunity to realize upon the money that
he invests. We have the climate, we have opportunities and ad-
vantages superior to the North for the manunfacture of our cotton.
That is all that it means. Listen to this. It tells the story better
than the gentleman from Illinois can tell it and far better than I
can. I take it from the Manufacturers’ Record:

ial interests TOgTess math has been even more strik-
!ni?i?][ln‘.ii‘l];gga?secﬁnn ?;?1%5‘,344,531’ geve%?nd in manufacturing; by 1900
&h?ﬁlmdlnm‘ensed to §1,158.202,368, a gain of §805,757,804, or 348 per cent. For
e Sk the el e e n e Moo ey
B e o e
a | or r cent.
g&ring the aamagﬁeriod the value of &::r_'[pmdncts of manuracturge for the
whole country increased only 142 per cent. In 1880 the SBouth had $21,976,000
invested in cotton manufacturing, with 180 mills having 667,000 spindles; this
ind now counts more than 750 mills with a total of 7,500,000 spindles and
a capital of about §175,000,000,

8 consnmption of cotton in northern mills was 2,027,362 bales and
in Tls 661 bales. In 1902 the consumption in northern mills
was 2.050,774 bales, practically the same as in 1891, and in sonthern mills
1,937,541 bales, or three times as much as in 188]. The increass in capital in-
vested in cotton manufacturing interests in the United States was from
£908,000,000 in 1880 to $480,000,000 in 190, a of 120 cent. For the same
D i s Hoath thwe s Hi G\ et D Yiee: S mides MeTARA

In 1580 South made 897,000 tons of pigiron. In1002it made over 3,000,000

tons. From a production of 6,
advanced to over 60,000,000 tons in 1002. Thel

umberindustry
6,628 establishments in lﬂarli'with 8 cairitnl of $23,546,076, to 14,062 establish-
ments, with a capital of §181,702,626, in 1900,

It is just such facts asthese that will enable the North to better
understand the South. That is what we need. These are the
facts that will break down the walls of sectional feeling and mis-
understanding.

Take the town where I have the pleasure to live and a few years
gince we had but one cotton mill. To-day there are nine. One
of those, thelargest of the South, established by capital from Low-
ell, Mass., will, when it completes its plant, bring there, as has
been conservatively estimated, a population of 14,000 people. I
Jjust received the news this morning that the tenth factory was to
be erected there, at Huntsville, Ala. Home capital is invested
there also in large amounts. All the mills are doing well and

TINg.

Just before I left home an estimate was made of the annnal
value of the products of the cotton mills at that place. What do
you suppose it was? Four million seven hundred and fifty thou-
sand d . Do you think that people who are prosperous in
that way want to be disturbed in their ordinary life transactions
and humnt ?sdby arounsing the pc:pu.lac{:ion mdmtlfa tinﬂnmmagle
project and destroying the peace and guietude capital de-
mands wherever it is interested? g -

‘Why, Mr. Chairman, we have more reason or inducement in
the Scouth to observe the law and do what is right—to observe the
statutes of the Government and follow a wise businessand prudent
public policy—than any other section of this Union. Not in humil-
iation, not in recognition of anything that is unbecoming to us as
men of honor and courage, but to advance our own interests, to
advance our pecuniary welfare; and in doing that we shall find, if
you let us alone, a solution of this vexations problem about the
negro. We shall find it peacefully and quietly settled. 2

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us go a little further. What is the
South doing in addition in regard to this cotton question? Why,
sir, there are 110,000,000 spindles in the world, and the Southern
Sbgtele]; furnish 75 per cent of the cotton that runs those 110,000,000

indles.

Bpgere the hammer fell.]
r. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman desire
further time?

Mr, RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes, sir.

'M::S WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will five minutes be suffi-
clen

Mr, RICHARDSON of Alabama. I shonld like longer time
than that.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, how much
time is left to our side?

The CHAIRMAN (Mr, Powzes of Massachusettsin the chair),
One hundred and eleven minutes.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well; I yield fifteen min-
utes more to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, RicHARDSOX].

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama., I am much obliged to the
gentleman.

As I was about to say, of those 110,000,000 spindles, the South
to-day has 8,500,000. Does any man think we are going to fold
our arms, sit still, and use no further energy to advance the prog-
ress which has begun? Do you think that the men who have put
their money in these enterprises will sit supinely down and fold
their arms? No, sir.

We stand to-day on the threshold of the most remarkable pros-
ggrity of any, even the most favored, parts of the world. It will

only a few years—mark my words—when the South will man-
ufacture in its own mills every bale of cotton that is raised there.
Why, that time is coming. We feel it in our veins, The south-
ern people are encouraged. They feel hopeful, and they know
that they are going to prosper. When that takes place what is
going to be the result? The Southconsnmesin her own mills the
cotton that is produced in her own fields. The world will be de-
manding then not less than 15,000,000 bales of cotton for the sup-
ply, because the demand for cotton goods and cotton is increas-
ing throughout the world. What wealth it will bring to us!
‘When that day comes these white laborers that I am talking about
that will occupy or cultivate nearly the entire of the
South will be the men who will build up the cotton erop to 15,000,000
of bales a year. I believe that with the price fixed at 10 cents a
pound—and I do not believe itis going to fall below that for years
to come—Texas itself wounld produce probably 5,000,000 or 6.000,-
000 bales of cotton regardless of the boll weevil, and we hope to
exterminate him,

Now, let us go a little further in these facts, because, as I said,
I am here to-day in the nature of an immigration agent for the
South. Ibelieve as a practical common-sense matter that the so-
lution of this question that has vexed us so long lies in the occu-
pation and cultivation of 1ands of the Sonth mostly by white people,

Mr. BAKER. May I ask the gentleman a question?
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. ainly.
Mr. BAKER. The gentleman has announced

that he is speak-
ing as an immigration agent for the South, .
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Mr.RICHARDSON of Alabama. Oh,yes; fignratively speaking.

Mr. BAKER. I understand.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I am not paid for it, except

“as a Congressman, and that is not hardly pay enough.

Mr. BAKER. Oh, well, I merely nmge that remark as-intro-
ductory. Will the gentleman let me putthisquestion? Supposing
that instead of the present laws which obtain in the South aswell
as in the North on the guestion of taxation you had a system. of
taxation which placed n[h the burden upon the value of land—that
is, land according to its value—and relieved from taxation all im-
provements of every kind, all forms of personal property, would
that not resnlt in such an enormous influx of population into your
section of the conntry that not only would the immigration from
Europe all go there, but you would practically denude the North-
ern States?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. My answer to the gentle-
man from New York is that I believe a single tax on land in the
Sf;lth v]vould destroy the farm interests in that country. [Ap-
plause.

Mr. BAKER. Letme ask oneother question. Does the gentle-
man say it would destroy the farming industry—that is, it wounld
destroy the land—or does he say it would destroy the farming in-
dustry because it wonld destroy the farming of farmers?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I say it because it would put
such a burden upon the farmers of that country that it wounld take
all the profit out of farming and make them pay the whole taxes
practically.

Mr, BA%ER If the single tax were put in operation, I want
to say to the gentleman from Alabama that where the farmers of
his State are now paying $100 in taxes they would not have to
pay $20. How the removal of four-fifths of the taxes they are
now paying is going to ruin the farmers of the South is beyond
my comprehension.

. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I have given what I believe
to be the correct answer to the gentleman’s question.

Mr. BAKER. And I have made a substantially correct state-
ment as to the operation of the single tax, so far as it would affect
the farmer,

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Now, I want to go one step
further, and I must do it hurriedly. In 1880 the Sonth made
897,000 tons of pig iron. In 1902 the South made over 300,000,000
tonsof pigiron. In 1880 the coalontputof the South was 6,000,000
tons; in 1902 it was over 60,000,000 tons of coal, 11,000.000 tons of
which came from the Birmingham district of Alabama, and the
total was 20,000,000 tons more than the whole United States pro-
duced in 1880. That tells the tale of southern prosperity. God
Almighty placed that coal in the ground, but it takes energy and
money and industry to develop it.

Let us look at another fact. I am here to say that enterprising
railroads have been of as much benefit to the development of the
South as anything else. Let us take the four great States of the
North and the South and compare them as to the increase of rail-
road mileage in the last decade. "What is it? Take New York,
Connecticut, New Jersey, and Massachusetts and compare them
with Alabama, Georgia, North Carolina, and Arkansas. Men do
not build railroads for pleasure or for fun. They build them for
the of making money. They build them to certain ob-
jective points where they know there is something to be found
and something that will pay them for the expenditure of money
in what they develop out of the ground and in the growth of cities
and towns along its line.

Alabama, which has only about one-fourth of the population of
New York, increased her railroad mileage one-half more than the
great State of New Yorkdid in the last ten 1ears. That isa fact
that is shown by the statistics, What else? Arkansas has in-
creased her railroad mileage two and a half times more than Con-
necticut. Georgia has increased her railroad mileage twice as
much as Massachusetts. North Carolina has increased its rail-
road mileage oneand a half times more than New Jersey., Isnot
that an indication of the growth and prosperity of the South? I
do not mean to be understood as saying that we are in our
industries to the North and Central Western States. But I say
these facts and figures, which I hope to be allowed to elaborate in
the RECORD, give a hint as fo what the commercial strength and
power in the industrial interests of this country the South will be
in the near future. It tells a tale of growth and development. I
will not now extend the comparison any further for fear that my
motives might be misconstrued.

I believe that the great trouble that we are talking about here
so much on the floor and about which so much is said in the
papers, abount the negroes, will find a happy and peaceful solution
in this very development. I can not, Mr. Chairman, extend m
remarks by reference to the development and growth of our agri
cultural interests, but this industry has kept pace fairly well with
the other improvements of the South. We are getting along well
now. I referredinthe beginning of my remarks to the criticisms

that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LAxDIS] made on the dif-
ferent constitutions of the Southern States regulating suffrage.
I have this to say, that when the representation of the Sonthern
States is reduced on the floor of this House the same law will cut
deep and hard into several Northern States. Ihave not the time,
Mr. Chairman, to call attention to the limitatiops on the right of
suffrage in several Northern States.

The South is ready for the investigation and comparison. We
think in Alabama, as other Southern States think, that we have
the right, when we are conditioned as we are, fo regulate and limit
the right of suffrage without discrimination. I think when the
conservative people of the North read the constitution of Alabama
on the question of suffrage they are bound to say that it is a fair
and goodlaw. Much misrepresentation has been made by design-
ing persons to the North on this subject. Ihere give the provi-
sions of the Alabama constitution on the question of suffrage:

ArTICLE VIIL

BUFFRAGE AND ELECTIONS.

177. Every male citizen of this State whois a citizen of the United States,
and every male resident of foreign birth who, before the ratification of this
constitution, shall have legall lared his intention to become a citizen of
the United States, 21 mm old or tg)wm'd. not laboring under any of the
disabilities named in article, and possessing the qualifications re%nh’ed
by it, shall be an elector, and shall be entitled to vote at any election by the
gg.)pla: Provided, That all foreigners who have le, declared their inten-

ion to become citizens of the United States shall, if fail to become citi-
zens thereof at the time they are entitled to become cease to have the
right to vote until they become such citizens.

178. To entitle a person to vote at any election by the people, he shall have
resided in the State at least two years, in thecounty one year, and in the Ere-
cinet or ward three months immedla.telﬁ preceding the election at which he
offers to vote, and be shall have been duly registered as an elector, and shall
have &m on or before the 1st day of Februnrﬁext ued.mghmrla date of
the election at which he offers to vote, all poll es due from him for the
year 1901, and for each subsequent year: i That any elector wha
within three months next ng the date of the election at which he
offers to vote has removed one precinet or ward to ancther&erecim or
ward in the same county, incorporated town, or city shall have hit to
votein the precinet or ward from which he has so removed, if hewould have
been entitled to vote in such precinet or ward but for such removal.

179. All elections by the people shall be by ballot, and all elections by per-
sons in a representative ca shall be viva voce.

180. The following male citizens of this State who are citizens of the United
States and every male resident of foreign birth who, before the ratification
of this constitution, shall have legally declared his intention to become a citi-
zen of the United States, and who shall not have had an ogi)ortun.ity o per-
fect his citizenship prior to the 20th day of December, 1%, 2] years oid or up-
ward, who, if their place of residence shall remain unchanged, will have at
the date of the mext general election the qualifications as to residence pre-
scribed in section 178 of this constitution, and who are not disqualified under
section 182 of this constitution, shall, upon application, be enti to register
as alector:ﬂn'ior to the 20th day of December, 1002, namely:

First. All who have honorably served in the land or naval forces of the
United States in the war of 1812{ or in the war with Mexico, or in any war
with the Indians, or in the war between the States, or in the war with gpo.tn,
or who honorably served in the land or naval forces of the Confederate
States, or of the Btate of Alabama in the war between the States: or,

Becond. The lawful descendants of persons who honorably served in the
land ornaval forces of the United States in the war of the American Revolu-
tion, or in the war of 1812, or in the war with Mexico, or in any war with the
Indians, or in the war between the States, or in the land or naval forces of
éi;g {gg'nfadmbe States, or of the State of Alabama in the war between the

; OT,

Third. All Lremns who are of good character and who understand the
duties and obligations of citizenship undera rgggbliean form of government.

181. After the 1st day of January, 1903, the f wingpersog-;hmd noothers,
who, if their place o residence shall remain unchanged, will have, at the
date of the next general election, the qualifications as toresidence preseribed
in section 178 of this article shall be qualified to register as electors: Pro-
vided, 'I“lmﬁ shall not be nalified er gection 182 of this constitution:

First. T' who can and write any article of the Constitution of the
United States in the English la ,and who are physically unable ta
work; and those who can read and write any article ofp the Constitution of
the United States in the English hnguuﬁo. and who have worked or been
regularly e);,g'u[fed in some lawful employment, business or
trade or calling for the greater t of the twelve months next preceding the
ble to read and write, if

time they offer to register; and those who are una
such ina is due solely to physical disability; or,

Second. The owner in faith in his own right, or the husband of a wo-
man whois the ownerin faith in her ownright, of 40 acres of land situate

in this State. upon w they reside; or the owner in good faith in hisown
right, or the husband of any woman who is the owner in good faith in her
own nﬁht, of real estate situate in this State a for taxation at the
value of $500 or more; or the owner in good faith in his own right, or the hus-
band of a woman who is the owner in gocd faith in her own righctl, of parsonal
g:':perty in this State assessed for taxationat or more: Provided, ,E;mt the
es due upon such realor personal pro: for the year next pr i

the year in which he offers to register shall have been paid, nnless the assess-
ment have been legally contested and is undetermined.

182. The following persons shall be disqualified both from registering and

from voting, namely:
All idiots and insane persons; those who shall by reason of conviction of
ims be ed from voting at the time of the ratification of this con-
stitution; those who shall be convicted of treason, murder, arson, embezzle-
ment, malfeasance in office, larceny, receiving stolen property, obtaining
rty or money under false pmgenses. perjury, subornation of perjury,
rob , assault with intent to rob, l_mrn%mrg; forgery, bribery, assault and
battery on the wife, bigamy, living in adultery, so Jé incest, rape, mis-
cegenation, crime against nature, or any crime punisha imprironment
in the penitentiary, or of any infamous crime or crime involving moral tar-
pitude; also, any person who shall be convicted asa mmnt or tramp, or of
ora emgxto sell his vote or the vote of another, or of making or
offering to make false return in any election by the people or in any primary
election to procure the nomination or n of any person to any office, or
of suborning any witness or registrar to secure the registration of any per-

son as an elector,
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There is one thing else that I desire to call attention to and ex-
ress my viewsupon. I have often said that I do not believe that
ngressmen were paid enough; and I heard a distingnished gen-
tleman from Maine, whom I do not see on the floor now, notlong
gince make a very truthful remark. He said when he was at
home he could touch a bell and one or two bell boys would answer
it; but here, in his representative capacity of Congressman, they
touch the bell, and he had to answer; showing the trouble and the
difficulties and the burdens that we labor under as Congressmen.
The guestion of mileage is what I refer to. While I say that I
do not believe that we are as well paid as probably we ought to be,
I believed that the Federal judges were not paid enough, and un-
der the act of the last Congress I voted toincrease their pay, butI
do not want to touch or take anything connected with money
that has about it the taint of suspicion. Now, I am governed in
my opinion, as every other lawyer will be, according fo his own
construction of the statute. I would not have mentioned it, be-
cause I never would have known of it if it had not been brought
up on the floor of the House. I only give it as my own opinion,
u my own responsibility, to guide no other Member of the
ouse; my responsibility is only to my constituents, who, I think,
would give me full credit for honesty in any vote I would cast
here, Section 17 of the Statutes at Large of the United States,
Thirty-ninth Congress, volume 14, page 323, reads as follows:

8Ec. 17. And be it further enacted, That the compensation of each Senator,

Representative, and Delegate in Congress ghall be £,000 per annum, to be

computed from the first day of the present Congress,and in addition thereto

mileata'e at the rate of 20 cents per mile, to be estimated by the nearest route
y traveled in going to and returning from each regular session.

Now, I admit, Mr. Chairman, that I lay great stress upon the
word * regular,” I understand that it has been'done in the extra
session called by President McKinley, as well as in the extra
session called by President Cleveland. Those sessions adjonrned
before the regular session commenced. Where the Constitution
says that at least one term of Congress shall meet each year, the
implication is very strong, as a matter of conrse, that another ses-
sion can meet, and when it meets and adjourns before the regu-
lar session shall commence the Members would be entitled to mile-
age. But when they meet, as we did on the 9th day of November,
and glide quietly and softly out of that, without any line of de-
marcation or distinction, into the *‘ regular ™ session, in my hum-
ble view, I donot believe that I am entitled to the mileage provided
for in the urgent deficiency bill.

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me to ask
him a guestion?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, Certainly.

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. There are two methods of meeting
by Congress.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Both are fixed by the Constitution.
The Constitution provides that Congress nhal{ meet on the first
Monday of December.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Then there is another provision of
the Constitution providing that on extraordinary occagions the
President may convene Congress.  Now, both of these methods
of meeting are by virtue of the Constitution itself. How can we
construe any session of Congress called by the President in pur-
suance of that constitutional power, or meeting itself in pursuance
of the Constitution, anything but a regular session?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I admit that there is a hazy
line right along there, and the fact that controls the matter, in
my opinion, is that we did not meet. It wasa continuous session.
We did not adjourn.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Iask the privilege of extend-
ing my remarks in the RECORD.

1. MOON of Tennessee. I will ask that the gentleman have
five minutes more.

The CHATRMAN. The time is under the control of the gen-
tleman from Mississi ‘fppi.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think twominutes more will
be sufficient to complete the inqguiry, and I yield the gentleman
two minutes more.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I was cut off in my answer,
I believe that there is a hazy line right a.long that, and under the
ordinary construction of statutes there is a doubt existing, and I
propose under this condition of circumstances to solve that doubt
against myself and in favor of my constituents.

Mr, MOON of Tennessee. While I fully agree with the gentle-
man that, under the present conditionsexisting in reference to this
question, this Congress weuld be wise in not voting the mileage,
1 have not the slightest doubt that these sessions of Congress are
regular and by law technically we have the right to make the
appropriation.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Then you believe it is the
law for us to get that mileage?

Mr. MOON of Tenneseee. I believe we would be entitled to it
technically under the law, but under existing conditions I think
it would be unwise for us to vote it, and I would rather forego it
than pass the allowance under those conditions.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I donot intend, Mr. Chair-
man, to take money that I would have to accept technically.

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I do not either.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I want to get it absolutely
legally, but I am not criticising anybody's views or opinions. I
have as much respect for the gentleman's opinion of law as any
?an Ogl‘the floor of the House, but I am giving my own construc-

on of it.

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I have not any doubt abont that,
but there are gentlemen who think we are entitled to this asa
matter of law, of right, and of morals. I agree with those gentle-
men that we have the right to take this mileage under the law,
that we have the right to take it morally, But it is a delicate
question to vote money to ourselves. I think, under the existing
circumstances, that in the interest of economy and to avoid the
suspicion of wrong, that it is best to resolve the doubts and all
equities in favor of our constituents and not vote for the mileage,
I am simply disagreeing with the gentleman’s legal reasoning.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I frankly say to my friend
from Tennessee that if I believed that I hada right toitlegally I
should vote for it. ]

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with
congiderable interest and with profound attention to the discus-
sions on this floor for the past three months, and especially did I
listen with interest to the gentlemen this morning on the other
side of the House. But they need not worry about the decadence
of the Democratic party; neither need they worry themselves with
invitations to us to come over and join their ranks. The death of
the Democratic party was predicted a century ago; Federalism
was to dispatch it, but Federalism died and was buried with the
O ror that the Whi h

ter that ig party, perhaps the purist and best

nent the Democratic party ever had, was its decreed executigggg;
but the Whig party did not survive its great leader, Henry Clay.
For a century the Democratic party in this land has been the
champion of individual liberty and personal rights and has stood
as a bulwark between the aggressions of concentrated wealth and
power and the rights of the people, and when those principles
which the gentleman espounses and that party of which he proudly
boasts have been relegated to oblivion and are only remembered
among the reminiscences of what once had an existence the Dem-
ocratic party will still live. Democracy contains within itself the
indestructible elements of perpetunity, and so long as free govern-
ment and free institutions live the Democratic party will con-
tinue to exist. [Applause on the Democratic side.

I did not intend to and wounld not have referred fo this but for
the fact that the gentleman from Minnesota appeared so much
troubled over our impending political dissolution, and the invita-
tion so many times repeated by him for us to disband and join
the Republicans.

You ridicule us because we exercise individual opinions; be-
cause the Democracy is made up of men who choose to think for
themselves; because no one man among us can usurp to himself
the power and anthority in advance of a convention of the people
representing all our party to name a candidate for the Presidency
or to make a platform in all its details. The Democratic party is
not the subservient tool of any one man or coterie of men. And
1 say to the gentleman now that out of this conflict of individual
opinions and clash of ideas of independent manhood the combined
wisdom and the intell'gence of the Democratic party will con-
struct a platform and nominate a man which will gfure next No-
vember lead him to change his ideas as to the decadence of the
Democratic party.

I have listened attentively to the discussions and debates of the
Honuse, and have been much interested; but the reasoning and logic
employed by the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber have
failed to make clear to me the exact egoait:'lt:m. they occupy. They
strenuously insist that the sacred schedules of the present tariff law
must not be interfered with; that any modification of existing
rates would imperil the prospects, and perhaps the existence, of
many of our industrial concerns; would close the furnaces, shut
down our factories, stop the wheels of our mills, and bring in its
train of concomitant misfortunes all the evils their imaginations
can conceive or their rhetoric describe; and especially they tell us
would result in throwing ont of employment or reduce the wages
of the poor laborer. for whom they manifest such apparent con
cern. When any reduction or modification of duties on the neces-
saries of life is mentioned, they prate much of ** competition with
the pauper labor of Europe,” and tell us such a condition would
ruin us, and that our manufactories are unable to meet such com-
petition. I quote here from an article from the American Econo-
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mist of December 25, 1903, the organ of the American Protective
Tariff League, in reply to an editorial in the Springfield Repub-
lican. The editorial is as follows:

Protectionism of a reasonably moderate sort, applied to a country situated

&s ours has been during a century past, may besald to have demonstrated its
right to respectful consideration in any opposing school of thought.

The reply to that from the Economist is this:

Really we should like to know what * gl;otecﬂonim of a reasonably mod-
erate sort™ is, Such statements as the above appear frequently in our free-
trade journals that profess to know what they are talking about, and yet how
empty are such assertions. There can be no such thing as ** moderate™ pro-
tection any more than there is such a thing as partly locking the door. If
the door is not sufficiently bolted to keep out the intruder, it is not locked at
all. If an industry in the United States needs a 50 per cent duty to overcomse
the inequality of wages between those given the American workingmen and
the foreign competitor, then a duty of 49 per cent is not protection at all, nor
would a ﬁaty of‘;{ per cent or more be any higher protection.

And this is the burden of the argument of the other side on this
floor, that without protection, solely for protection’s sake, with-
out reference to any consideration of the revenues of the Govern-
ment, our industrial system could mnot stand; that it can moft,
unaided by legislation, unsheltered by prohibitive tariff, with-
stand the flood of cheap goods from foreign factories with which
our markets would be overwhelmed, and we are told they are
“ t00 wise to revise the tariff on the eve of a Presidential election,”’
and that they are ** standing pat,” and that they ** hold the ace,”
whatever those terms may mean.

Some time since, during the debate on the Cuban bill, I was sur-
prised at some of the admissions made by the distinguished gentle-
man from New York [Mr. PaAy~E], the leader of the majority on
this loor. Ever since I canremember Republicans have been try-
ing to teach the people in my State, first, that ** the tariff isnot a tax
at all,” and, secondly, that **if it is a tax, the foreigner pays it,”
and to intimate that it is a tax, which the consnmer must and
does pay, would there be considered by all good Republicans the
rankest kind of heresy, and for a Republican to admit i, treason
even of a worse sort than the ‘‘ Iowa idea.”

Yet the distingnished gentleman from New York said in tha
course of the debate, to which I have referred—alluding to the
tariff on sugar, ‘‘and so it is we put the rate of duty higher on
sugar than was absolutely necessary, because we could get this
splendid revenue from the sugar duty; a revenue that came from

e people of the United States, who used it in their households.”
Verily, it is then true, as we have so long contended. that the
consumers of this country pay, in the increased cost to them, the
duty on the almost innumerable articles of daily necessity and
consumption, and which in most instances does not go to the
Government to enhance its revenne, but into the coffers of some
trust to enable it to declare a larger dividend on its watered stock,
while at the same time reducing the wages of its employees.
You admit that the increased cost, by reason of the tariff, on
reapers and mowers, and plows, and hoes, and rakes, and har-
ness, and wagons; on wire and nails, and sewing machines, and
cuflery; on shoes and clothing, and china and stone ware, and on
the thousands of articles of necessity which enter into the millions
of homes throughont this land, is paid by the consumers, and
that this species of toll—for it is a toll—is collected from all, for
all use and consume some of these articles; is taken from the
earnings of one class, by virtue of this species of legislation, and
given to another class,

Our Republican friends are remarkable for the modesty of
their claims, The CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD is full of es and
statistical tables and comparisons of the present condition of the
country as contrasted with that of ten, twenty, and thirty years
ago. If they find more people here now, it is due to the Dingley
law. If they find more mines and farms and factories and rail-
roads than we had two or three decades back, it is, according to
their logic, due to protection. If a beneficent Providence has
sent the sunshine and showers and seasons to bless the industry
of ounr farmers with good crops, they sing praises to the Dingley
bill and not to the Almighty. If our population has increased
and multiplied, they, by some system of reasoning satisfactory,
I suppose, to themselves, give credit to the Republican party and
not to that blessed class of American women who prefer rearing
children toleading a poodle dog by astring. [Ap%ﬂause.] Neither
supply and demand, nor failure of crops, nor foreign wars, nor
famine, as they reason, have any effect on prices. If mules raise
in price on account of foreign wars, blessed is the Dingley law.
To them it is the source from which all blessings flow.

In a circulation statement issued by the Treasury Department
January 1, 1904, the average circulation per capita for the United
States on that date is given at $30.38. And because the average

r capita circulation is greater than at some period in the past,

use there is more wealth in the nation to-day than there was
a decade ago, we are to lose sight of it distribution, lose sight of
the guestion of whether the peop’e who produce that wealth re-
ceive their just share of it, but are told we must *‘ stand pat’ and

| been diverted by class le

“keep on letting well enough alone” on the simple proposition
‘that becanse the country as a whole is inereasing in wealth we
must assume that the laws are just and equitable and need no
alteration or modification.”” No one denies that the country is
increasing in population, in wealth, and in power, but the vice in
this line of reasoning lies in averaging the wealth.

By the same system of reasoning it can be demonstrated that a
pauper and a multimillionaire, on an ** average,’’ are both million-
aires, but the one is several times a millionaire, while the other
has nothing. The trouble is it is only an imaginary average, and
it requires quite a stretch of the imaginative faculties, even of a
Republican, to imagine the equitable distribution among the peo-
ple who produce it and from whose pockets it has been extorted
of the millions and billions of dollars owned and controlled by
these tariff-fostered and tariff-sheltered trusts and which go into
the average of the wealth of the country. These *‘ average” cir-
culation statistics and ** average » property statistics are perhaps
all right as *‘ averages’’ on paper; Enb the truth is the wealth has

gis]lftion from those who produced it to
the favored class, many of whom * toil not, neither do they spin,
yet Solomon in all his glory was not arrayed like one of these.”

Their modesty is remarkable. If the price of an article is in-
creased—under their logic—it is the Dingley law; if wages are
higher there is no possible explanation or reason to be given for
it than the protective system. A year ago, when stocks and se-
curities were high, all this prosperity was the outgrowth of Re-
publican policies: but when the bubble bursts—when stocks go
down, when wages are cutf, and men aré thrown out of employ-
ment—then we are gravely told that the Dingley law has nothi
to do with it.

I desire here to read an editorial from the Springfield Repub-
lican, and a reply from that same paper to which I referred a
moment ago; the American Economist, The Springfield Repub-
lican says this:

Mr. HANNA stood up before the Republican national committee yesterday
and repeated his familiar injunction to “stand pat.” All that is necessary to
bring about the continued success of the Republican party, he declared, *is
to stand pat n the principles and Boiiciea of that party.”

‘When Mr. HANNA repeats his well-worn injunction, he is MI%OEEBM([
to some answering questions coming up from the people. Are the 100,000 and
more cotton workers whose wages have been cut asked to stand pat on the
rednction® Is the steel industry to stand pat on the collapse, which is ad-
mitted to be one of the worst ever expe Are the commercial inter-
ests tostand pat on such reaction from prosperity as is refl in the heavy
record of b ess failures shown for two or three months past? Is the coun-
try to stand pat on the shrinkage in the market valne of securities, which

according to the Secretary of the Treasury, equals the cost of four years o
destructive war?

Replying to that editorial, the Economist has this to say:

‘What, we should like to know, has the Dingley law got to do with the price
of eotton, which is the sole cause of the reduction of w: of the thousands
of cotton workers in New land? What, we should to know, has the
Dingley law to do with the labor troubles aggravated by such men as Sam
Parks, which has resulted in idleness of a hundred thousand men and the
cessation of building and construction, having so great an effect upon the
consumption of iron and steel products* What, we shonld like to know, has
the Dingley law to do with the leveling of quotations of industrial and rail-
;Ims% Sﬁi‘lhﬂﬂc&ﬂ.ﬂeﬂ by abnormal tion of valuesand the great watering

oc.

Here the great champion of protection, the most nltra * stand-
patter,’” the organ of the tariff e, the paper that strenuously
opposed the Cuban reciprocity bill as a breach in the protective
fortifications, the ne plus ultra of protection, informs us that the
Dingley law has nothing to do with the %rice of cotton, nothing
to do with the reduction in wages of the thousands of cotton
workers in the mills of New England, nothing to do with the con- -
ditions which have resulted in idleness of a hundred thousand
men, nothing to do with the consumption of iron and steel prod-
ucts, nothing to do with the decline of indnstrial and railroad
securities. Had the opposite occurred our friends would have
loudly proclaimed that their policies and laws cansed it all. *

We have been trying for years to combat this theory—that *“ the
tariff is not a tax,” and ** the foreigner payr it,’”” and that it costs
the consumer nothing, and have t,cn'lega hard and long and pa-
tiently to convince people otherwise on many occasions; and now
it is rather gratifying to hear the distinguished gentleman admit
it. That statement, that the tariff is a tax, which the consumer
pays, coming from the distinguished leader of the other side ad-
mits a fact which Republicans have denied and Democrats as-
serted for so long *‘that the memory of man runneth not to the
contrary.” This interesting admission condenses the whole pro-
tective theory into the simple doctrine of taxation of all the con-
sumers for the benefit of a few protected interests, But without
conceding the soundness of this doctrine, even if protection were
necessary for the profitable employment of our mills and fac-
tories, let nus examine the admitted facts, and ascertain if, with-
out the tariff, or at least with a material modification of many of
its schedules, they could not still operate at a profit, and if the
shelter it affords by preventing competition does not enable them
to practice extortion upon the great lIJ:bo\ly of American consumers.
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I quote here from pages 15, 16, 17, and 18 of the last Republican
campaign text-book:

AMERICAN INVASION OF EUROPE—THE UNITED STATES COMPETING WITH
EUROPEAN MANUFACTURERS IN THEIR HOME MARKETS.

In the last two years there has been much agitation in Austria and other
continental countries of Europe against *‘the American perii" and “the
American danger."” This agitation was due to the American invasion of
dl!nropean mar?ets with American manufactures as well as American pro-

uce.

Heretofore our sales have been made up almost whollg&t food stuffs and
raw material. Europe wasthe workshop. Butthathaschanged,and wefind,
year after year, an astonishing increase in our exports of manufactured arti-
cles, anincrease that in the last two or three reached totals which give
ample basis for the popular talk of invasion of the European industrial flelds.
Our exports of manutactured articles in the decade prior to 1807 ave
165,000,000 annually. In 1#98 our sales of manufactured articles to foreign
mmm% jumped to §290,000,000, the next year to $339,000,000, the next to

000,000,

Imports decline—These figures, showing a steady invasion by our manu-
facturers of foreign industrial fields, have a natural coroll.arf}', As exgrts
of manufactures increased our imports of the handiwork of foregfn ops
showed an even more rapid decline. Our man tures were not only invad-
ing the foreigner’s own markets, meeting him at his threshold with a new
competition, but they were taking away from him his greatest market—the
United States. We have in the last dozen years been manufacturing for our-
s%lvesda vast amount of goods such as we have been accusto
abroad.

One can turn from the contemplation of these great totals to an examina-
tion of the records made in recent years by individual industries and find, in
detail, facts upon which to base a belief that the United States has acquired
or is acquiring supremacy in the world's markets. So mawry industries have
‘been sending rapidly increasing contributions to swell the rising tide of our
foreign commerce that it is difficnlt to tell any detailed story of American
commercial expansion without making it read like a trade ca!:algna.

The increase in our exports of menufactured articles can, in the main, be
traced to advances made in the manufacture of iron and steel and to the dis.
play of inventive talent in the making of machi . The development of
our grasp on the world's markets for articles manufactured from iron and
steel has been no surprise to those who early recognized the position of
America in respect to the raw materials from which those articles are pro-
duced. America unrggmm‘r_nly possesses advantages in respect to her iron
ore and coal mines superior to thoss of any other country and, based
solely upon that superiority, has already become the greatest producer of
iron and steel in the world.

American locomotives in Europe—American locomotives runming on
American rails now whistle past the Pyramids and across the long Siberian
steppes. They carry the Hindoo gﬂgnms from all parts of their Empire to the
sacred waters of the Ganges. Three years ago there was but one American
locomotive in the United Kingdom; te-day there is not a railroad of impor-
tance there on which trains are not being pulled by American engines. E‘cila
American locomotive has successfully invaded ce. The churian
Railway, which is the beginning of oriental railway building, bought all its
rails and rolling stock in the United States. American ‘briggu@ n rivers
on every continent. American cranes areswinging over mang' foreign moles.
‘Wherever there are extensive harvests there may be found American ma-
chinery to gather the grain. In every market of the world tools can have
no better recommendation than the mark, * Made in America.” -

American windmills are working east of the Jordan and in the land of
Bashan, Phonographs are making a wr&uest of all tongues. The chrys-
anthemum banner of Japan floats from the of the Mikado on a flag-
staff cut from a Washington forest, as does the banner of 8t. George from
Winsdor Castle. The American typesetting machines are used by forsign
newspapers, and our cash registers keep accounts for scores of nations.
Amecrica makes sewing machines for the world. Our bicycles are standards
of excellence everywhere.

Our t ters—Our tygewriters are wlnn'ln.gl their way wherever a
written language is used. all kinds of electrical appliances we have be-
come the foremost producers. In many European ci American dynanios
lightstreets and operate railways. Much of the machinery thatis to electrify
London tram lines is now being built in Pittsburg. The American shoe has
captured the favor of all Europe, and the foreign makers are has to
import our machinery that they may compete with our makers. In the Far

in the capital of Korea, the t nation, there was recently inaugu-
rated, with music and fiying banners, an electric railway, built of erican
materials by a San Francisco engineer, and now is operated by American
motormen.

One might go on withont end, telling in detail t.he_stm? of American in-
dustrial growth and commercial expa . In the list of our trinm we
wonld find that American exlf:ts have not been confined to specialties nor
Hmi . We have been successfully meeting competition
everywhere. America hassent coal to Neweastle, co to Manchester, cut-
lery to Bheffield, potatoes to Ireland, champagnes to France, watches to
Bwitzerland, and * Rhine wine to Germany.

This statement also was used almost verbatim by the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. Dick] in a found in the CoNGREs-
s108AL RECORD of December 16, 1903, On December 20, 1903, an
article appeared in the St. Lonis Republic, written by the corre-

ndent of that paper from Sydney, Australia—I think Mr. Frank

. Carpenter—and I desire to copy that arficle in my remarks at
this point. .
[Special correspondence of the Sunday Republic.]

WASHINGTON, December 18, 1908.

The p t is that the United States will push their foreign trade dur-
ing the coming year sas never before.

e home market is almost glutted, and if our factories are to keep busy
they must make goods for the world outside,

I have described the markets of Europe,where our trade amounts to abont
a billion dollars a year, and I have also written of our invasion of South

In this letter I will point out our possibilities on the other side of the globe.
In Ehe first p].a::e, take A\zﬁ‘l.‘m.]ama. i " % .
Bydney has already 500,000 ple, and it grows like the bean stalk up
which little Jack climbed to ﬂg%at.othetﬁia.uh. 2

Bydney stands about third among the t British cities in trade.

It is only exceeded by London and Liverpool, and it does more business
than Havre, the chief port of France.

Several American firms have houses in Sydney and transship our goods
from there to all parts of Australia.

But what do we sell away down there below the equator?

A recent shipment of one of the big S8an Franciseo steamers included 400
tons of sewing machines, 1040 tons of fencing wire, 400 tons of roll paper, and
80,000 cases and 1.500 barrels of kerosene.

e gt tae e Fa o ey e e Ly
mowers, 0 TeApers, Wwagons coffee an: gorts
patent medicines. v

Another cargo arrived about the same time, bringing 24 locomotives from
Wilmington, Del.; 700 tons of paper, and 4,000 tons of other manufactured

E

This last shipment weighed 10,000 tons and was valued at $1,000,000.

I.fomt é:wo years ago I ram\feled o'v?r tgfla greater part of easdt.em Australia.

'ound our reapers and mowers for in ev town and was told thag
08 Lot ABL AT R Mol e e
ar only the heavy agricultur; 3 being properl: ed.

The MeCormicks, the Deerings, and others of our i:::ap.liarmmt-llr 5 work
Australia as carefully as they do their home teyritory, and they bave to fight
for every inch ot the gronnd with the Canadian and European exporters.
Namnhalag!mthe have the bulk of the business and make a good profit.

The same onid be the case with the lighter farm tools.

All sorts of farm implements, plows, hoes, forks, and rakes might be sold
in large quantities, as well as every class of American goods made of iron and

Our carpenter tools are popular. Seven-tenths of all thesawsused in that
part of the world come from the United States, and the American ax is con-

sidered the best in the market.
of Australasia are the colonial and mu-

Among the biggest p
nicipal governments,
ey control the railroads and buy in qnantity for both the electric and
steam roads, so thatour steel trust drummers can make big sales if they
know how to work the officials. Asit is now, American engines are used on
many of the lines, and some tracks are laid with American rails.
There area few Pullman cars and other kinds of American rolling stock.
Anstralasia has now about 13,000 miles of tracks and the governments are
pushing the roads in different directions to develop the country.

Only the other day the gentleman on the other side from Con-
?ggi_cnt [Mr, HirL], in a burst of eloguence on this floor, told us

Two years aﬁg Istood on the deck of a Japanese liner in the harbor of
Viadivostok, Siberia. Inthe hold of that ship were 700 tons of American agri-
cultural implaments that had come across the Pacific Ocean from America
f:r the use of the peasants of Siberia. They came under the Dingley tariff

W
Rightacross the other side of the harbor was an English tramp ship loaded
with American steel rails from Pennsylvania, that had been shi there to
gﬁfsed by the Siberian Railroad, and shipped thers under the Dingley tariff
That day I went ashore, and at night, at the hotel in Viadivostok, I was
introduced to a gentleman who told me that he represanted the Baldwin Lo-
comotive Works, of Phil&delphinggnd had just finished a contract by which
he had put into o&:-amtiou on the Siberian Railroad 150 Baldwin locomotives,
shi there under the Dingley tariff bill.

e next day I rode 500 miles up to the Amur River over American steal
rails shi&ped ere under the Diugleﬁ_mriﬂ bill. The day following I got
aboard thesteamer to go u%gll:_m Amur River 150 miles. Itwasasteel steamer
and had in tow two steel e8, both made in Pittsburg, Pa., sent there—
%ug?llfifhfflim the other side of the world—and shipped there under the Ding-

¥ i

The first night out we wrecked one of these barges and the freight had to
be unloaded. There were all sorts of American products in that cargo of
freight. Ten thousand miles from here, gentlemen, in the little Siberian vil-
lage of Gorbitzs, consisting of a dozen log houses, in a little store not over 8

by 10, we bought packages of candy wrapped up in paper on which was printed
the 'p'ieture o% William MeKinley to gnpuhrize t candy am tl?e peas-
ants of Siberia, all shipped there under the ley tariif bill. Agﬂ the way

inghouse air brake, made in Pittsburg, Pa.,and shi over there under th
Dingley tariff bill. The finest stores in Europe— i .

in Vienna, in Berlin, in Paris,
and in London—are those which American shoes shipped there
under the Dingley tariff bill.

In a colloquy on this floor, I think between the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. Benny] ard the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Gnosvxxon}, a newspaper item from the New York American
was read. 1t is as follows:

BerrIN, November 15, 1903,

The Frankfurten Zeitange‘:cmsmnttno Iaoom-e&pon.dents&zs the Pennsyl-
vania Steel Company has been awarded the contract for 20,000 tons of steel
rails for the Mecca Railway, in competition with the Erupps and several
other German and establishments. The price is §2.85 per ton in Bai-
rut. The price of s rails in the United States is §8 per ton, which is the
highest average price in ten years.

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosveNOR], replying to a
statement of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BENNY] in this
connection, said that it was the first time he had ever heard a
Democrat solicitous about railroads in the purchase of steel rails,
which reply was altr&a.uded on the Republican side.

Ah, gentleman, that statement may serve as a tem eva-
sion of the guestion. It may be all right as repartee, but it will
not satisfy the voters of this country. They know that they pay
for this increased cost in increased freight and passenger rates.
Railroads are not benevolent or charitable institutions, and when
it costs more to construet, repair, and operate railroads, they must
of necessity, and do, charge the people more who use them. You
tell us one moment that the industries of the country can not
exist without protection, and boast in the next that ¢ They are
meeting competition everywhere.” You say in one sentence that
imported free-trade goods would close our mills and throw our
laborers ont of employment, and in the next tell us these same
manufacturers are shipping their goods ev here, paying
freights, and selling them in open competition with the products
of the world.

The soil of South Africa, Australia, and Japan is turned
American plows, shipped there under the Dingley law, and sold,
after paying the freight, in competition with the trade of the

across Asia my jourdoy on tihe cars was made safe and Flea.su.nt by the West-

are
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world. Yet the American, over whose field perhaps floats the
smoke from the very factory making those plows, must pay 20 per
cent, or one-fifth, more, not to the Government, but to the imple-
ment trust, for the plow he follows. The clatter of American
harvesters shipped there, you tell us, under the Dingley law, and
sold, after paying freights, in competition with the world, may
be heard in Europe and in Asia and wherever there are harvests
to gather. Yet the Missouri or Illinois or Iowa farmer who bu

& mower or reaper or binder must pay 20 per cent, or one-fifth,
more into the till of the *‘ international harvester *’ trust.

The hum of the American sewing machine may be heard along
the banks of the Bosporus, the Danube, and the Rhine, and isfound
in the palace of the oriental, shipped there and sold in open com-
petition with the trade of the world. Yet the poor American
seamstress who lives under the very shadow of the factory where
they are made must, when she buys a machine, if she is so fortu-
nate as to be able to own one, pay a higher price than is paid by
the German peasant on the banks of the Rhine.

You boast that locomotives made in Philadelphia draw the
crowned heads of royalty over European hills, and that the
echoes from the silent solitndes of the Siberian desert are awak-
ened by the shrill whistle of the American engine, running over
American steel rails, shipped there from Pittsburg and sold
for $5 less per ton than they are sold in America to build roads to
carry the grain and live stock of America’s farmers to market
on; that American manufacturers are build.in%erailwayn
and bridges for the oriental potentates cheaper and better and
glujcker than anybody else on earth can do it; and yet you say

ese same manufacturers can not exist in competition with Eu-
ropean manufacturers and that the American who consumes
their products must be taxed for their benefit.

You tell us “American shoes have captured the favor of Eu-
rope, and the foreign makers are hastening to import our ma-
chinery that they may compete with our makers;”’ that * the finest
stores in Vienna, in Paris, in Berlin, and in London are those
which are selling American shoes, shipped there under the Ding-
ley law,” and yet the American shoe manufacturers must, by
legislation, be permitted to extort from the earnings of the Amer-
ican purchaser of shoes from 25 per cent to 45 per cent increase in
cost to protect thess same manufacturers from competition with
the European shoe manufacturers, and the very man who drives
a peg or stitches a seam in the shoe in the factory where they
are made must contribute his share of this bonus, or tribute, to
the shoe trust, under this unholy schedule. Such are the bless-

ings of protection.

*“Weareshipping cutlery to Sheffield,” yet the American hounse-
wife must pay from 40 to 60 cent more for her table cutlery—
her knives and forks—her dishes, her china and glass and earthen

ware, that the tariff barons may enjoy the beneficient results of
protection. You say, in your campaign book, and I assume it
was prepared after deliberation and with consideration, and you
ratify and confirm it on the floor of this House, * In the list of
our triumphs we would find that American exports have not been
confined to specialties nor limited as to markets. We have been

successfully meeting competition everywhere.”” If you can pay | W

the freight 10,000 miles and meet competition there, why can’t
you do it here, with such incidental protection as a strictly rev-

enue tariff would afford, when the burden of the item of freight | Wire, plain

rates would be lifted from you and added to the selling price of
that competitor who can’t meet your prices on his own ground.
If he can’t meet your prices when you pay the freight, how un-
der heaven can he undersell you when he pays the freight?

I want to insert at this point a table showing domestic and for-
eign prices on a number of articles:

Ezport and home prices.
Quantity | Export Fer cont
Article and description. quoted. price. Home price. |of differ-
le erator, | Bach ... L 00 .00 &
(k)?t';‘ ll}ﬁht o L e oy

unition caps:

Bronnd........cocoeeae 1,000.......- 103 1.40 43
Oe&til;s‘;- fire, 82 long, [ 1,000..._.... 6.48 9.00 40
Rim fire, 22 long .. 1,000, 2.16 3.00 29

shells, 22 short .| 1,000........ ] 1.53 112
A.?gigugrem. )Snow Flake | Dozen. ... 4.50 5.40 20
on cans).

Borax, city refined.......... Pound ..__. 023 074 210
Carbide, Tump -.eeeeerrnnns Ly U B55.00 70.00 2

Chueks:
S‘fiignnefs standard |..cooco.ae 8.00 4.9 58

, No.100.

Ekinner's ind. lathe, F, | Each ... 15.86 24.00 51

12 inches.

Unﬁml[fgﬁg::.ind..lfo. e MY et 10.20 18.60 63

18,10 inc.

Union Mig. Co., face- [ 4sets....... 23.52 .00 66

ﬁ:{}a jaws, No. 48, 8

es.

"

Ezxport and home prices—Continued.
Per cent
Article and description. | Fuantity Home price. |of differ-
o ence
Coffee and spice mills,En- | Eachi.......| $40 and 2 | 25 to 80 per 20
rise. per cent, t.
Frﬁﬂ presses, Enterprise $8.82 $11.00 5
0. 45,
Earmsa]:ss‘ Covert's:
“Trojan’loop, 1} inches | Gross ...... 2.40 8.23 i1
“ Der {“ loop,linch. __ | ... 168 2.8 a3
“Yankee” roller, 1} 100 137 m
inches, XC breast -
strap.
Lo phes - o i -----| 100 pounds _| 2.00 to 2.50 3.97} B8t
Meat choppers:
Enterprise No.5 Each. 15 1.04 0
Enterprise No.10 .......]-.._- do...... 114 1.56 a7
Enterprise No. 22 do 1.51 2.08 b
Enterprisa No.82 do 2% 412 83
Nails, cut—20d. to 604 . ....... 100 Iéounds - 1.80 2.05 13
Nails, Base price ----do 1.30 2.05 58
Oil-well suppliesa.
Pianos—
BRIy s e st Each....... 200.00 875.00 %
Bradbury .. ..ol S e 25.00 825.00 18
P D ntied States Playi
ni ying Lo
Card Co.
Bloydla 2 Gross ...... 12.35 5.65 108
Powder:
Duck, in canister Eﬂ Pound _____ 8T A5 20
Duck, in 25-pound kegs. ... g e 243 .82 80
Infmn?%e.mﬁpomd ..... 80 -k eat 113 16 i
Smgi&e.{em,iiﬁ-pounﬂ [ 878 .48 2
Seeders, raisin and grape, |-ceececceeaeee $0 and 5| 25to 80 per 50
Enterprise. per cent. cent.
Rakes, malleable iron
shanks:
L | S Dozen...... 118 1.50 o
12-inch do 1.28 1.60 25
14inch_ 4 13 L7 25
eaal'& mchiiﬁ'm “Per pound |23 to3} LE Bitod sts 2
irons, BB, in cases._.... pound . cents, c
nsagestuffers, 36 oos 23 to 25 and 2
per cent. | Tipercent.
Saws, Disston & Sons:
o fnch, Foot 7 B [
gauge 10 ....] Fo0b.cauaea. . .
% incy, gauge 18 do 1.% 154 =
No. 7, 24 inches. ..... Dozen...... 8.50 10.22 20
No.12, 24 inches -do 14.82 18.04 2
No. 16. 24 inches. 40 ... 1.9 14.57 2
No. 107, 24 inches d 10.83 12.30 13
Sewing mac ‘
Domestic No. 1.... Each 13.25 20.00 59
= Dolgmstic No.4or9.... |eeue (s T 17.48 25.00 43
ovels:
Barter, socket strag.... Dozen...... 5.88to 6.52 | 7.50to 8.40 2
plain back ._.|..... A0 .c.cae 5.1210 5.83 | 6.75 to 7,00 2
Th&mmt-steelbmk s ... 41010 4.95 | 5.40 to 6.80 29
siraps.
Tin plates, Bessemer .......| 100 i 3.19 4.19 a1
writers, Remin m-ﬁawmw.m 100.00 | Gdto &2
and others,
ire, barb:
vanized. ......._....| 100 pounds . 2.9 2.90 29
Painted or varnished...|.....do_...__ 1.58 2.60 40
Wire, plain fencing......... BRI 1.87} 2.00 45
) vanized:
ugedto9..______| 100 pounds. 1.54 2.70 s
Gaugel0to12 o Le2 2.9 83
ngeld.. do 178 8.10 6
Gaungel3 tol14 do 181 8.897 85
Gangeli to16. do 2.08 8.78 81
GaungelT..... an-tiise 2.46 4.06 €
[ 170 0 |, S, A A0 . e 2.6 4.8 64
Rubber insulated ®) i T Sl
Steel armor, for cables .| Pound ... 8.7 415 11
‘Wire rope: -
Galvanized, 2} inches | 100 feet. ... 8.12 9.70 a1
1 inch circumference...|..... Gan .72 2.60 261

aCheaper in Russia than in United States.
b25 per cent off for export.

In explanation of a few items in the above table it may be said that some

of the Amarican prices are taken from the Iron Age of May 22, 1902, Notall

of the prices qu are for May, but all or nearly all are for the year 1902,
a.n_rlttah'fgiﬁ:rmmson for supposing that mm:.ﬁrprioesand differences
exis

y.
The export prices on heavy steel goods, like rails, billets, structural mate-
ete., are not contained in the table, partly for the reason that exact
prices are not known and v for the reason that the present home de-
mand in these lines is such that our manufacturers are mt?u_st now bidding
for export business. They are, however, filling orders at prices from 20 per
ow home pricesandareu tedly securing some new
orders, especially in bri material. It should be remembered that the
pools and price agreements on rails, billets, sheets, plates, structural work,
ete., are not in force on export goods, and our manufacturers usually com-
freely in foreign countries. The blessings of competition are
o{:d by foreigners even when dealing with manufac
'acts in regard to the export prices of lead were given in the Qil Pain
and Drug rter of December 30,1901, and in the testimon]ﬁfm John
M. Peters before the Ways and Means Committee on April 2,

Figures and schedules are to most people very dry reading. My

cent to 40 per cent bel
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deliberate judgment is that it is only becanse of the insidious and
deceptive methods by which this bggstem of legalized extortion is
carried on that it has been tolerated this long. No man knows or
can tell at the end of the year the precise amount he has been
forced to pay by reason of it in increased cost to him of the arti-
cles he purchased during the year, and it would require a vast
amount of study and labor to find this ont. Onsome things there
is a specific duty, on some an ad valorem, on others both, and on
otheiis a graduated rate, varying on different classes of the same
article.

The Spanish war revenue tax suggested a thought to me, If
under the revenune laws articles were priced at what the cost
would be without the tariff, and then the purchaser had to buy a
revenue stamp representing the i.ncrea.seg cost by reason of the
duty; if the farmer could buy his plow, his mower, his reaper,
his fencing wire, his nails, his harness, his shoes, his clothing,
and his furniture at what they would cost him if there were no
duty, and then were forced each time he made a purchase to ex-
pend from one-third to one-half more for a revenue stamp to

te on the article; if the good housewife could buy her cutlery,
er china, and household necessities for what they wounld cost
less the duty, and then had to expend one-third more for a rave-
nue stamp representing the tariff duty, each knowing when they
did it that this added cost for the stamp did not reach the Gov-
ernment Treasury, but went into the maw of some tariff-nurtured
trust; if this or any other sistem existed by which the people
would fully know just when, how often, and how much was being
extorted from them that the manufacturing parasites might fat-
ten at their expense, there wounld not be but one election there-
after until the whole pernicious system of legalized robbery would
lggsrevised and reconstructed along the lines of a strictly revenue
is.

You talk about the laborer and the workingman, and even while
you are talking thousands are being thrown out of employment,
and the cost of living, as shown by Dun’s Review for January 9
of this year, has increased since January 1, 1897, more than 30 per
cent, Here is that statement in detail:

PRICES PROPORTIONED TO CONSUMPTION.
[Dun's Index Number from Dun's Review.]

In the following table the course of prices of commodities is shown with
due allowance for the relative importance of each. Quotations of all the nec-
essaries of life are taken, including whisky and tobacco, and in each case the
price is multiplied h{mthp annual per capita consumption, which precludes
any one commodity having more than its tpmper wa;fht in the te.
For example, the price of a bushel of wheaf is multip

the aggregate.
) ed by 5.55, represent-
ing the annual per capita consumption of 4§ bushels for food, and the remain-
der as allowance for seed. The price per pound of coffee is taken 9 times,
of cheese 2.3, of chemicals only fractions of an ounce in some cases. Thus,
wide fluctuations in the price of an article little used do not materially affect
the index, but changes in the great staples have a large influence in advanc-
ing or depressing the total.
or convenience of comparison and economy of space the pricesare grouped
in seven Breadstuffs include man %uotations of wheat, corn, oats,
rye, barley, beans,and pease; meats inclu ve h beef, sheep, and many
Trovisions, lard, tallow, etc.; dairy and garden products embrace eggs, vege-
&mm, fruits, milk, butter, cheese, etc.; other food includes fish, iquors, con-
diments, sugar, rice, tobuceo, ete.; clothing covers the raw mat-ar?al of each
industry, and many quotations of woolen, cotton, silk, and rubber goods, as
. well as hides, leather, boots, and shoes; metals include various quotations of
pig iron and partiall manufactured and finished products, as well as the
minor metals, tin, lea .uopger. ete., and coal and petrolenm; miscellaneous
include many grades of hard and soft lumber, lath, rick. lime, glass, turpen-
tine, hemp, ﬂnaced oil, paints, fertilizers, and drugs. The third decimal is
given for accuracy of comparison; thus, $101.587 representing $101.58and seven-
tenths of & cent. This figure does not purport to show the exact average an-
nual cost of living on January 1, 1902, because wholesale prices are taken and
all luxuries omi ., Its economiec value is in showing the percentage of ad-
vance or decline from month to month.

In the following table the latest index-number figures are com-
pared with earlier records:
Dairy 5 Miscel
Date. Bread-| yro 045 | “and (:}ther mﬁéh Metals.| lane- | Total.
stufts. garden o ¢ ous.
18097,
January 1----- 11.729 | 7.827 | 10.456 | 8.170 | 12.407 | 13.014 | 12.309 | 75.502
July 1 (low)...| 10.587 | 7.520 | B.714 [ 7.857 | 13.808 | 11.642 | 12.288 | 72.455
7.836 | 12.371 | 8.312 | 14.654 | 11.572 | 12.184 | 79.940
7.516 | 12.481 | 8.251 | 14.805 | 11.635 | 12266 | 80.605
7.860 | 11.745 | 8.408 | 14.892 | 11.708 | 12,188 | 81183
7.881 | 1848 | 8.366 | 14.715 | 11.435 | 12.235 | 8).091
7.836 | 12.312 | 8.656 | 14.627 | 11.658 | 12.081 | 53.403
7.786 | 11,046 | 8.554 | 14.783 | 11.857 | 12.614 | 82,928
7.604 | 0.437 | 8.826 | 14.663 | 11.843 | 12,522 | 77.768
7.825 | 90.625| 8.795 | 14.634 | 11.897 | 12.519 | 76.986
7.803 | 9.548 | 8879 | 14.583 | 11.607 | 12.467 | 76.808
7.628 | 9.021 | 8812 | 14.850 | 11.796 | 12.604 | 75.970
7.547 | 10.427 | 8805 | 14.161 | 11.505 | 12.577 | 77.809
7.215 | 11.388 | 8.002 | 14.105 | 11892 | 12.401 | 79.179
7.520 | 11.458 | 9.006 | 14.150 | 11.843 | 12.540 | 80.423
7.823 | 10.807 | 9.084 | 14.257 | 12.781 | 12.552 | 81784
7.987 | 11.825 | 9.086 | 14.530 | 18.540 | 12.545 | 84.162
7.790 | 11680 | 9.052 | 14.615 | 14.514 | 12.650 | 84.200
7.853 | 11893 | 9.179 | 14.504 | 14102 | 12,625 | 84.529

JANUARY 28,
Dairy | Miscel-
Date.  |Bread-inyents | ana® | Qther | Cloth- fyeoiaye (“1ane. | Total,
stuffs. gard.. f ing. oAk

Junel......... 13.610 | 7.726 [ 11.708 | 9.183 | 15.051 | 15.608 | 12.914 | 85.795

Jar g L 13.483 | 7.988 [ 10.974 | 9.157 | 15.021 | 15.6% | 12.960 | 85.297

Aungustl ... 12.408 | 8.274 | 9.938 | 9.086 | 15.918 | 16.616 | 14.364 | 85.907

September 1. | 12431 | 8.200 [ 11.006 | 9165 | 15.502 | 17.413 | 14.435 | 8S.151

October 1._....| 13.815 | 8.378 [ 11.663 | 9.009 | 15.865 | 18.042 | 14.965 | 91.207

Novemberi...| 13.282 | 8.312 [ 11.746 | 9.050 | 16.248 | 18.3:2 | 15.158 | 92.173

December 1 .| 12,090 | 7.964 [ 12.782 | 9.076 | 17.814 | 18.053 | 16.232 | 94.481
1900

Jannary1..... 18.254 | 7.258 | 18.702 | 0.200 | 17.484 | 18.085 | 16.812 | 05.205

February 1....| 18.486 | 8.612 | 12.580 | 9.401 | 17.572 | 18.112 | 16.413 | 96.176

March 1 13.512 | 8.571 | 12.819 | 9.880 [ 17.750 | 18.149 | 16.911 | 96.601

14.330 | 8,823 | 12.604 | 9.849 [17.633 | 17.793 | 16.796 | 97.878

14,288 | 8.982 | 11.930 | 9.341 | 17.848 | 16.183 | 16.748 | 95.075

13.289 | 8.687 | 11.409 | 9.824 | 16.746 | 15.799 | 16.575 | 91.5%9

14,808 | 8.906 | 10.901 | 9.452 | 16.524 | 14.834 | 16.070 | 91.415

18.880 | 9.008 [ 11.532 | 9.618 | 16.106 | 15.151 | 16.170 | 91.52%%

September1...| 18.917 | 9.014 [ 11251 | 0.650 | 15843 | 14.870 | 16.189 | 90.714

October 1....._ 14.255 | 9,105 | 12231 | 9.803 | 15.980 | 15.574 | 15.666 | 92614

November 1...| 13.855 | B8.660 | 12,883 | 90.640 | 16.012 | 15.077 | 15.6638 | 91.297

December1...| 13.543 | 8.269 | 18.867 | 9.544 | 15.744 | 15.235 | 15.872 | 92504
1001,

Januaryl..... 14.486 | B.407 [ 15.556 | 9.504 | 16.024 | 15.810 | 15.881 | 05.668

Febroary 1....| 15.062 | 8.502 | 13.868 | 9.418 | 16.271 | 15.845 | 15.066 | ©5.010

March 1 15.000 | 8.696 | 13.898 | 9.508 | 15.460 | 15.875 | 16.471 | 94.898

April 1 15.221 | 9.204 | 13.519 | 9.208 | 14.901 | 16.048 | 16.620 | 94910

16.112 | 9.251 | 14.983 | 9.154 | 14.945 | 15.170 | 16.506 | 96.220

15.635 | 9.224 |13.151 | 90.115 | 14.862 | 15.210 | 16.582 | 93.799

14.904 | 9.480 | 11030 | 9.086 | 15008 | 15.844 | 16617 | 91.500

| 15,668 | 9.151 [ 13281 | 9.253 | 15.027 | 15.545 | 16.625 | ©5.330

17.369 | 9.530 | 13.000 | 9.153 | 15.234 | 16.091 | 16.5% | 96.911

7.146 | 9.517 [ 13.164 | 9.100 | 15.279 | 15.760 | 16.835 | 96.841

November 1._.| 17.840 | 8.920 [13.622 | 0.157 | 15.342 | 15.876 | 16.977 | 97.743

ember1_..| 19.528 | 9.259 | 15.675 | 9.081 | 15.831 | 15.722 | 16.782 | 101.878

20.002 | 90.670 | 15.248 | 8.952 | 15.547 | 15.875 | 16.798 | 101.587

19505 | 9.404 [14.384 | 8.961 | 15.480 | 15.404 | 16.278 | 90.576

19.808 | 9.884 | 15.611 | 8.910 | 15.498 | 15.563 | 16,250 | 101.508

10.232 | 10.479 | 13,882 | 8.827 | 15.145 | 15.153 | 16.554 | 99.222

19.959 | 10.968 | 14.737 | 8.742 | 15.527 | 15.702 | 16.654 | 102. 289

| 19.241 | 11,269 | 13.657 | 8.744 | 15.530 | 15.908 | 16.815 | 101.168

20,534 | 11.628 | 12.557 | 8.748 | 15.533 | 16.084 | 18.526 | 101. 910

10,953 | 11.679 | 11.347 | 8.821 | 15.582 | 16.230 | 16.526 | 100,177

17.579 | 10.402 | 10,930 | 8.811 | 15 773 | 16.655 | 16.532 | 96.652

17.494 | 10.279 | 12.981 | 8.800 | 15.771 | 18.738 | 16.637 | 100,648

November1...| 17.564 | 10.020 | 13.408 | 8.868 | 15.785 | 17.8%3 | 16.551 | 99.570

December 1._.| 17.449 | 9.935 | 14.656 | 8.913 | 15.781 | 17.178 | 16.537 | 100.449
1003,

January 1l ..... 17.104 | 9.522 | 14.613 | 9.418 | 15.938 | 17.185 | 16.576 | 100.856

February1....| 17.060 | 9.180 | 14.337 | 9.365 | 16.268 | 17.095 | 17.015 | 100.920

March 1 17.868 | 0,807 | 13.530 | 9.405 | 16.504 | 17.085 | 17.059 | 101.067

16.724 | 9.659 | 13.512 | 9.348 | 16.406 | 16.564 | 17.05¢ | 99.267

16.330 | 9.755 | 13.164 | 9.234 | 16.543 | 16.585 | 16.900 | 98.561

17.084 | 9.216 | 13.248 | 9.216 | 16793 | 16.542 | 16,887 | 98.936

17.478 | 9.969 | 13.083 | 9.186 | 17.136 | 16.544 | 16.765 | 99.456

17.975 | 8.977 | 11.800 | 9.266 | 17.177 | 16.4%9 | 16.807 | 97.891

17.497 | 8.%21 | 12.351 | 9.242 | 17.137 | 16.543 | 18.870 | 98.541

16.606 | 8.830 | 12.609 | 9.171 | 16.516 | 16.366 | 16.890 | 97,378

16.617 | 7.994 | 13.584 | 9.724 | 16.680 | 16.170 | 17.056 | 97.825

16.948 | 7.956 | 14.573 | 9.648 | 16.822 | 16.081 | 16.845 | 98.223

17.102 | 8.133 | 15.287 | 9.833 | 17.316 | 15.887 | 16.759 | 100.142

Nore.—EBreadstuffs include many quotations of wheat, corn, oats, rye, and
barley, besides beans and peas; meats include live hogs, beef, sheep, and
many %rovmons. lard, tallow, etc.; dairy and garden products include eggs,
vegetables, and fruits; other foods include , liquors, condiments, sugar
rice, tobacco, ete.; clothing includes the raw material of each ind: , Bl
many quotations of woolen. cotton, and other textile goods, as well as hid,
leather, boots and shoes; metals include various quotations of pig iron, an

partially manufactured and finished I[;l;gducts, as well as minor metals,
nnfdt. ?etrnlemm. The miscellaneons ¢ embraces many grades of hard an
80! o

mber, lath, brick, lime, glass, turpentine, hemp, linseed oi in
fortilizers, and drugs. £ =y

In the way of decreasing the amount of living and inereasing
the amount of work, protection has proven a success; but most
men desire as much living for as little work as ible, and not
the greatest possible amount of work and the least possible
amount of living. We do not live that we may work, but work
that we may live. You grow almost patheiic about conditions in
1893, and almost shed tears as you talk of Coxey’s army, and de-
geribe ** the fire dying out in the furnaces,” and *‘ wheels ceasing
toturn,” and ** the empty dinner pail,’’ and the general stagnation
which prevailed: but you fail to remember that every law on the
statute books when that panic came, and when it went, was a
Republican law. We the McKinley tariff law and the Sher-
man financial law.

You are **standing pat.”” You say, representing the Govern-
ment: ““T do not need and do not want this additional revenue,
but I will lay the tax so that yon, the selected and favored ones,
may collect it. Ido not need to tax the consumer for myself,
but I will hold while you tax him,"”

Every tax, in mathematical language, is a quantity affected by

a minus sign. Yet you arestanding pat on the theory that we can
tax ourselves into prosperity; that it is the duty of an obedient
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and subservient peasantry and artisan class to pay the taxes and
support the other part of the political and industrial and economic
structure; that the lower class should pay upward and the upper
ranks bless downward.

We were right in 1896, and we were right in 1900. We were
asking for more money with which to do the business of the conn-
try, and the subsequent additions to our stock of metallic money
from an unforeseen and unexpected source has only vindicated the
gclii]]:mples for which we then contended and to which we. still

ere.

The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HiLL] boasts that in the
district which he represents there are more manufacturing indns-
tries than are in all the districts of all the Democratic Members
who sit at the table of the Ways and Means Committee of this
House. We, at least some of us, proudly say to him that we rep-

- resent more than any other one class that class of American citi-
zens upon whom all other classes are dependent; that great class
who constitute about one-half the population of this country;
that class the fruits of whose industry have given to us those mag-
nificent balances of trade of which you boast and brought to the
country from abroad the greater part of that wealth the enjoy-
ment of much of which is denied them by your unjust exactions
that your favored class may fatten; that class who more than all
others sustain the country in peace and are its bravest defenders
in time of danger; that great class of brawny, vigorous American
farmers in whose humble homes and around whose firesides honor
and patriotism and all the virtues which malke up the best type of
American citizenship find their abode. [Applause on the Demo-
cratic Sid?jz

Mr, WILLIAMS of Misgissippi. Mr. Chairman, I wish the
gentleman on the other side would consume some time.

My, HILL of Connecticut. Mr, Chairman, I understood a few
moments ago that there was e time on thisside of the Honse,
and I thought that I would take advantage of it, I desire to dis-
cuss very briefly thée financial proposition embraced in the article
prepared by the honorable gentleman from Missisgippi [Mr. WL~
LIaMs] and published in Evarybogg‘s Magazine. I wish I were
better pre to discuss it and had known that I was going to
speak. Thearticleisheaded, ‘* What Democracy now stands for.™

Mr. W of Mississippi. In that connection—

- Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Of course I assume that the gen-
tleman is not responsible for that heading.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am not responsible for the

heading.

Mr. gILL of Connecticut. Nor for theintroductory paragraph,
which states that it is an anthoritative statement.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I did not assume that, because I
know the gentleman too well to suppose for a moment that he
would put a heading of that kind above an article of which he
was the author; but for the statements in the article the gentle-
man is responsible, I desire to read so much of that article as
relates to the probable future views of the Democratic party in
the opinion of the leader of the minority.

The article reads as follows:

The same old principle of Democratic equality, or approximate equality
of benefit and of burden, ought to show that the Democratic party could not
very well stand in finance for the Aldrich bill or the Fowler bill—certainly
not for any proposition looking toward the giving out for circulation of
Governmen nteed currency upon the deposit of the bonds of private
corporations, thus making the Government a partner in the affairs and in
the maintenance of the credit of a few selected, and therefore favored, bond-
issning corporations.

If that means anything, gentlemen, it means that the Demo-
cratic party in the future is to be absolutely opposed to the
national-banking system. I am not overstating that, am I?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I shounld think you are over-
stating it a great deal, if you are confining yourself to the con-

| struction of those words in my article.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut (reading):

The same princiqle. when applied to the present system of Government de-
posits with national banks would teach, or ought to teach, that the Govern-
ment ought not virtually to lend its money free—would or ought to
teach, that if Government money is to be deposited in banks at all (unﬁ with
a revenue far beyond the needs of an economical or even of the present ex-
travagant Government, that seems a present necessity in order not to starve
commerce and industry by lack of mi‘ then thmosits ought to be made

n some system whereby there could be sec , first, undoubted, giit-
gﬁnd and infallible security for the return of the principle deposited, and,
BBCON! ‘c}‘.'.v‘ in such banks as, having given that security, sgouldﬂzy competi-

, tive bid, offer for the deposit the highest rate of interest.

Nor is there any Democratic reason v::g Government deposits, amply
Bec in some such way as I have indicated, shonld be confined to national

nks alone, it being apparent that the security which ought to be deposited

the Government vaults in return for the money deposited in the bank

: vaults would be, as above indicated, a self-sufficing security, totally inde-
« pendent of the bank’s future solvency or insolvency. g

! about depositariesand their security, except the miraculons con-

| struction by the President and his Administration of the treaty with Colom-

bia, whereby the pledge of the United States to *‘guarantee the sovereignty

' of Colombia™ over the transisthmian strip was construed to mean a promiss

. to upset that wvereigntfoby preventing Colombia from enforcing it, there is

| nothing quite so marvelous as the construction which the Secretary of the

Treasury gzi;e_to section 5153 of the Revised Statutes. The language of that
section is t

And this is what I would wish to call to the attention of both
sides of the House, the language of this statute as I read it, and
the construction which the gentleman from Mississippi himself
has put upon it and upon the action of the Secretary of the
Treasury—

*The Secretary of the Treasury shall require the associations thus desig-
nated” (meaning the depositaries) * to g-h?g satisfactory security by the de-
it of United States bonds and otherwise *# # £ The Becretary of the
reasury simply and ealmly scratched out the word *and ™ and inserted the
word *or" in lien thereof.

The language of that statute is this:
%e&x:rﬁtaryof the Treasury shall require the associations thus desig-
na —

Meaning the depositaries—
to givesatisfactory security by the deposit of United States bonds and other-
wise.

The gentleman says the Secretary of the Treasury simply,
caimly scratched out the word **and”™ and inserted the word
“or" in lien thereof.

I take the ground, gentlemen, there is absolutely no difference
in the meaning of the statute as it is and its meaning as revised
by the gentleman from Mississippi in criticising the action of the
Secretary of the Treasury in the change of the word *‘and’ and
*or.” if it had been so changed, as it was not, and as this article
wonld seem to imply. But if it had been, it wounld have made no
difference whatever in the power conferred upon the Secretary of
the Treasury.

Now I go further. I hold in my hand the report of the Treas-
urer of the United States for the present year, just issued, and I
call the attention of the gentleman from Mississippi to the fact
that the policy and action of the Secretary of the Treasury to-day
are in accord with Democratic policy from 1784 down to now; that
there has not been a minute, except from 1846 to 1860, when this
policy has not been pursued in precisely the same way that it now
is; that again and again in the early history of the Government
and under Democratic administration investigations were made,
reports were made by select committees of Congress and by the
Secretag of the Treasury himself, and invariably that action was
sustained and continued for fifty years under Democratic admin-
istration.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman contend
that it was under that statute?

Mr, HILL of Connecticut. That statute did not exist. It was
done before this law was enacted. Let me call the attention of
the gentleman to the Treasurer’'s report, on page 20, where it
commences with the history of the transactions of the Treasury.
It shows that down to 1836 all of the money of the Government
was deposited in banks and no interest paid npon it, and all under
Democratic Administrations, and all withont interest; and thatis
the true policy under which the Treasury of the United States
should beconducted. I find that the transfer of deposits by Presi-
dent Jackson was only from one bank to other banks, and that
his ““ pet banks’’ tronbled him exactly the same under a Demo-
cratic Administration as they are liable to give trouble under Re-
publican Administrations.

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 'Will the gentleman allowme to ask
him a question?

Mr, HILL of Connecticut. Certainly.

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentleman
if it is not a fact that President Harrison condemned this practice
in one of his annual messages to Congress?

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And every business man will con-
demn a practice by which the money of the people of the United
States is taken from them, if taken unnecessarily and placed ont
at interest and put up at auction, as proposed by the leader of
the Democratic minority upon the floor of this House.

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Buf does the gentleman deny that
President Harrison condemmed the policy of placing the money
of the Unitad States in the banks withont compensation?

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Very likely he might have done so.
I do not know whether he did or not.

Mr, SMITH of Kentucky. But he did do so.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It has been the practice since the
be; ng of the Government down tonow; and if the gentleman
will turn to the report of the Treasurer of the United States, at
page 140, he will find a statement showing for every year from
the beginning of the Government the amonnt of money that has
been held in the Treasury and the amount of money which was
found in the public depositories; he will find that clear down to
1836 there was none held in the Treasury of the United States,
but that it was all in banks, as States, cities, and corporations
hold it to-day, and as we ought to do now, keeping the money in
circulation rather than withdrawing it. He will find that from
1836 to 1846 it was divided, partly between the banks and partly
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in the Treasury, and durirg this decade an occasional interest
charge. From 1846 to 1880 he will find it all in the Treasory of
the United States, and from 1860 he will find it partly in the banks
and partly in the Treasury.

Now, then, personally 1 believe it ought to be all put in the
banks, and not withdrawn from circulation, so that it might be
used and not locked up.

I believe it would be wise to change the law and permit that to
be done. ButI challenge any man tofind any real distinction be-
tween the statute as it is to-day with the word * and "’ in it and
the statute as it would be with the word ** or  in it, which seems
to be tho crime which the gentleman from Mississippi has laid at
the door of the Secretary of the Treasury. Now, Mr, Chairman,
I am glad for one that the country has a leader on the Democratic
side who is not only willing to criticise but is glad to suggest. I
think it is a distinct step upward in the policy of the Democratic
party when as a minority party they are willing to become a con-
structive party, or at least make suggestions as o legislation, and
we are not at a loss to-day to know just exactly what the Demo-
cratic party would do, if it had the power, with regard to the
finances of the country. The gentleman states his unwillingness
to comply with the terms of the Aldrich bill and has infroduced
into the House of Representatives and had referred to the Ways
and Means Committee a bill of his own as an alternative proposi-
tion.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi., Not as an alternative propo-
sition to the Aldrich bill.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Well, as a substitute proposition
for the present condifion of things, and I ask the gentleman what

is the purpose—

Mr. I%‘i"l.L.LIJ’U&IS of Mississippi. It is simply to strike down
one of the evils—and not one of the least—that is now existing,
that is all. It does not pretend o be a comprehensive banking
and currency measure at all.

Mr, HILL of Connecticut. It was certainly introduced for
sonie purpose. Now, what i3 the purpose and object of this bill?
That once in three months the surplus funds of the United States
should be put up at aunction to the highest bidder, either to be

laced on call or to be placed on time. I deprecate, either on the
%epublican or Democratic side, any policy looking to such a dan-
gerous use of the Government funds. Ideprecated the introduc-
tion of the Aldrich bill into Congress for that reason. I was
opposed to it. Our funds are now secured by United States
bonds. A proposition was introduced at the last session of Con-
gress to have them secured by miscellaneous securities.

Now, I want to show you the re de steps we have taken
since that came in. Under that bill Government deposits could
be secured by State bonds which had not defaulted on their inter-
est, the bonds of certain dividend-paﬁnf railroads, and the bonds
of certain cities of a hundred thousand population. What hap-
pened? Certain gentlemen rote 1i:F and stated that the bonds of
their cities were just as good as if they had a hundred thounsand
population, and down went the limit of population t050,000. An-
other gentleman rose and said: ‘*Ilivein a city where the popula-
tion is only 15,000, but our bonds are absolutely good, as good as
those of the city of New York,’’ and down went the limit again.
Down went the limit on railroad bonds.

Then it came to county bonds, and nobody knows where it will
end if the door is once opened. And that is not all. I see avery
distingnished gentleman sitting here right before me whose ac-
quaintance I enjoy anqnfﬁapreciatq, {et in this session of Congress
he has introduced a bill by which he proposes to permit the
United States to make an absolute investment of its surplus
money in miscellaneous bonds, county bonds, State bonds. etc.,
to be bought and sold in the markets. The United States Treas-
ury on Wall street; think of it. That is not all. In another end
of the Capitol we have got a bill for the use of these same miscel-
laneous bonds to secure national-bank circulation,and that is the
way we have gone since that original proposition of the Aldrich
bill was introduced. There is where we have gone and there is
the tendency; and, gentlemen, I must confess that this proposi-
tion is still more dangerous than anything I have seen. :

Now, could it be accomplished? No. It is absolutely impossi-
ble, with safety to the comntry. And if anything was accom-
plished it would be wholly in the opposite direction from that
which the distinguished gentleman expected. Now, why? The
Aldrich bill possessed the same imperfections that bill
does. That had been carefully examined and objected to here, but
one day a telegram came from Chicago—a *‘ round robin,” signed
by the officers of every bank in the city—protesting against its

. Why? Because the effect of it, gentlemen, would have
mﬂy the same as this would produce, namely, to strip
every Governmént deposit from every country bank throughont
the United States and concentrate them in Wall street; and I do
not believe that is what the gentleman from Mississippi intends.

Now, let me demonstrate it. In making a proposition of this
kind he overlooks one thing—that it becomes necessary to invest
in bonds for security. I will show you what the effect would be
under the terms of this bill if the plan of the gentleman from
Mississippi was carried out. Under the present law it would be
necessary to buy $100,000 of 2 per cent bonds in order to put up
the security, at 1051, the price at which they stand to-day, and
this, in a community where the market rate for money was 6 per
cent, would take $105,500, with an annual lozs of interest of §9,520,
when that purchase was made.

Now. you would get back from that $2,000 interest on your
bonds, so that as far as you have now gone you would be ont of
pocket $4,330. To buy your 2 per cent bonds in & 6 per cent see-
tion of the country you have got to take 6 per cent money and in-
vest it ata 2 per cent rate, so you have lost 4 per cent on your
principal and an equal rate on the premium. The next step is to

ledge your bonds with the Government and get a depocsit of

100,000. If no reserve was required you would have §100,090 to
loan and you would receive from that as interest 6,000, and de-
ducting what waslost annunally in the bond investment you wonld
bs making by the transaction §1,670 profit on your deposit. Now,
about a 2 per cent community.

You must bear in mind that there is but one 2 per cent market
in the United States, and that is Wall Street. with money on
call. There is only one. How would the Wall street banker
fignre this proposition? He would buy a 2 per cent bond with 3
per cent money and would lose only $110 becanse of his bond in-
vestment, and would receive $2,000 interest on his loan, and con-
sequently he would be $1,800 ahead. Sothat the highest bid that
a country bank could make with a 2 per cent bond, without re-
serve, would be 1,67 per cent, and the Wall street banker with a
2 per cent market could bid 1.89 per cent.

Now, figure that out in the same way with the reserve required
and yon will find that a 6 per cent banker in the country could
only bid at the auction which you would hold once every three
months seventy-seven one hundredths of 1 per cent, while the
‘Wall street banker, with a required reserve of 25 per cent instead
of 15 per cent, with a 2 per cent money market could bid 1.39,
and he conld strip the whole country of these deposits and put
them all in Wall street.

Now, how does this bill differ from the Aldrich bill? In this
respect, that the Aldrich bill made a minimum limit at which the
Secretary without receiving bids could put out the money at 1}
per cent, and you make no minimum at all. The Aldrich bill
provided for any amount the Treasurer could loan and for any
rate of interest above 14 per cent, and youn put it up at auction in
amounts not exceeding the capital of a bank. There is the dif-
ference between your bill and the Aldrich bill. They would
work absolutely in the samewt:g and to the same end by stripping
the country banks of the United States and centering that mone
in Wall street. Therefore it was not strange that every bon
speculator and broker in the United States looked forward with
delight and gleeful anticipations to the Ezssaga of that bill.

Now, take a miscellaneous bond. I know gentlemen here are
apt to think that this conld not be so with a 4 or 5 or 6 per cent
bond. There is a profit in it nnquestionably, but the profit is
the greatestin the lowest rate of interest market. There isan ap-
Emnt fallacy there; but yet, when you come to figure it up, you

d it is absoluetly so, because you start on the proposition of the
higher your rate of interest the more you have got to lose in the
bond &urchaaed for security, and that loss must be deducted
from the interest received from loaning the Government deposit.

The higher the rate of premium, the more still you will lose.
Let me show you how that works ount on a miscellaneous bond.
Take, for instance, Columbus, Ohio, and compare the 6 per cent
and 2 per cent rates:

Investment in a Columbus, Ohio, bond at 110} and paying 4 per
cent interest, $§110,750; at 6 per cent annual interest, $6,645, loss;
deduct coupons, $4.000, gain; net loss, $2,645. Deposit, less 25

cent margin required by the on miscellaneous -

g%,ooo; less 15 per cent reserve, $11,250; net loanable fund,

gﬁa,ggo; at 6 per cent interest, $3,825; net gain on transaction,
1,180, y

The same deposit on the same bond, with ‘a reserve of 25 per
cent required instead of 15 per cent, would show, at a 2 per cent
interest rate, a net profit of $2,910.

Now, who conld afford to make the highest bid? The country
banker or the Wall street one?

Mr. PRINCE. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr, HILL of Connecticut. Certainly.

Mr, PRINCE. I think in the gentleman’s remarks he referred
to a bill that I had introduced, wanting to invest one hundred
millions of the one hundred and sixty-eight millions now in
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national depositories, for which the Government is getting no
interest:

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes.

Mr. PRINCE. The Secretary of the placed that
money in the hands of the national depositories, did he not?

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes.

Mr. PRINCE. Now, let me read, if you please, for a moment,
what the Secretary of War has done with reference to money that
has come into his hands as a result of the sale of the Philippine
certificates.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I understand, and I will state now
that the caseis not a el one at all. That is money which
the Philippine Islands have got to keep as a gold reserve to main-
tain the parity of their silver currency. They must keepit. It
is a permanent fund, subject only to drafts in case there is a de-
mand for gold. The parallel does not exist at all between that
case and our condition. We ought not to have a surplus in the
banks of the United States, I am free tosay that Iadmit it. But
if we are to have it, and so long as it continues, it ought to be
there on business principles, ready to be drawn on at sight, not
loaned ont, for governments borrow, but do not lend.

Mr, PRINCE, Justlet the gentleman answer this, after I have
read it, It is on page 15 of the report of the Chief of the Burean
of Insular Affairs, It is as follows:

The 8,000 $1,000 certificates were sent to New York by two representatives
of this u to save the large cost of expressage, and on May 1, as prom-
ised, they were turned over b%ntha Guaranty Trust Company of New ork,
insular depository for Philippine funds in New York, to the snecessful bid-
ders, who deposited therefor with said insular depository §3,075,390. If thi
amonnt could have remained at the agreed rate of interestﬂﬁﬂeent on
da.:ily P:\mﬂn‘m would have been a profit of §63,028.65 on eat the
e.]:IP:-)upc.wica, to bidders under date of July 9, 1908, and similar to the first pro-

1s, gave the information that the certificates would be dated Septem-

B 1{:1. and that bids would be opened in this Bureau in the presence of
bidders on A 25, 1908, at which time it was found that the bid of Harvey
Fisk & Sons, of New York, §102.24 mlﬂo for the entire issne, was the most
advantageous, and the award was e accordingly. The Guaranty Trust
Company, of New York, had previounsly eed to give the same rate of
interest on daily balances—3} per cent—on the p of this second sale.

Mr, HILL of Connecticut. I will ask the gentleman this ques-
tion, whether he believes it is the function of government to take
money from the people by taxation and then to loan it out to them
at interest?

Mr. PRINCE. I do not.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Well, that is the fundamental
principle of the whole thing.

Mr. PRINCE. Baut let me suggest to the gentleman that we
have to-day one hundred and sixty-odd millions of dollars with
which we can not pay the bonded indebtedness for some twenty-
three or twenty-five years to come. We tried within the last
year to purchase the face value of some sixteen millions of bonds
and we had to pay for them something like twenty-two millions.
In other words, we paid a premium of 37% ]Yer cent.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I admit all that the gentleman
says. I simply repeat again that it is not the function of the

Government to take money from the people by taxation and loan

it out at interest.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it the function of the Gov-
ernment to take the money away from the people and then give
it to them, or, rather, lend it fo capitalists without interest?

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is the funetion of government to
collect money by taxation, for its expenses. The effect of your
proposition, and of all of these kindred proﬁ}j}oaitions. whether they
are Republican or Democratic in source, will be tolower the stand-
ard until finally we will get back to where we were in the tale
recited so efficiently some time ago by the gentleman from IH-
nois [Mr. BouTELL], when the United States Government took
its money and divided it up among the States pro rata.

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Now, I want to ask the gen-
tleman this question: The gentleman says it is not a part of the
funetion of government fo lend its money at interest on call.

AMyr. HILL of Connecticut. Not to.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Bunt he admits it is quite ex-
cusable to give its money away on call. Now, then, as 1 under-
stand it—

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Of conrse I do not admit anything
of the kind.

Mr., WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman admits that
the present system is quite excusable,

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I admit that the present system is
on a basiness basis, just exactly as the gentleman himself would
take his surplus money and deposit if in a bank snbject to hisown
check, and would not loan it out at interest.

My, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let me go ahead a moment
further. I want to ask the gentleman if money deposited at in-
terest on call is not just as much subject to the gentleman’s
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check, or, in this particular case, to the Government's check, as
money given away on call or deposited without interest on call?

Mr, HILL of Connecticut. Perhaps so.

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Are the deposits on call not
subject to exactly the same power to check whenever you please,
whether at interest or not?

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Unquestionably, in theory.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, one further question,
The Government has now, I believe, about $150,000,000, in round
numbers, deposited in the national banks,

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. One hundred and sixty-five million
dollars, I believe. ;

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, then, we are about to
build a Panama canal; we can pay for it by checking upon those
banks. Suppose the United States Government should to-morrow
want to check out that §165,000,000 all at once for some purpose.
I ask the gentleman whether it would not produce a panic in this
country?

Mr, HILL of Connecticut. I think it would; and that would
be precisely the result which would be accomplished under the

terms of the bill if you shifted those deposits once in three
months to the highest bidder.
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It being true, then, that if we

should check for the whole of those deposits, now g no in-
terest, it wounld produce a panic in this country, it must be true
also that the Government can not practically check for that
amount to-morrow if it is wise as a Government; it must be true
also that it will not do so; and then it must be true also that
this is a sort of permanent loan; and if it is, why should not the
Government receive whatever rate of interest the money is worth
to the parties who have the use of it and are using it?

And if that be true, why is it not Republican and Democratic
doctrine that this way of doing business should not be confined
to the national banks, or to banks of any sort for that matter,
provided the man who borrows those deposits hag absolutely self-
sufficing and independent securities, putting it teyond the perad-
venture of doubt that he will pay the principal?

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Ithank the gentleman for that sug-
gestion, for it only shows the downward, course we would be pur-
suing if this policy should be followed by the Secretary of the
Treasury and the Treasury should become a one-man bank to
loan out the funds of the Government, he alone under the statutes
being the qut‘i]gAe of the collateral.

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, will the gentlemen tell
me a single evil about this system—and there are evils about it, I
admit, evils necessary to extravagant government which over-
taxes the people, becanse there ought not in a good government
be any surplus at all, except a working margin, and gat surplus
ought to be in the subtreasuries of the Government—I am meet-
'm%la condition, not trying to establish a new order of things—
will the gentleman point out a single evil that could come about
from depositing this money on call in banks on interest that does
not exist where you deposit that money on call in the banks with-
out interest?

Mr. HILLof Connecticut. I have been trying to explain to the
gentleman that under the presentlaw,with Government security—
and I am willing to take no other; I am willing to accept no other
than Government bonds as security for Government money—it is
impossible to doit, unless you concentrate all your depositsin a
2 per cent money market, and there is but one such in United
States—Wall street.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not wish to take too
much of the gentleman’s time. But the question I have asked
and the question I should like the gentleman to answer is this:
Under a system of keeping Government money outside the vaults
of the Government, in banks, on interest, where counld there be a
single evil that would not also exist under a system of keeping
the Government money outside the vaults of the Government, in
banks, without interest?

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think the difference is in the
method. As I said before, there is not a bank in the United
States, even one with only $25,000 capital, that is not required by
the statutes to have a board of at least five directors to consult
and advise with its president. Any man familiar with banking
business knows that the most vicious thing in the whole i
system is what is called a * one-man bank "—where the president
does the whole business, makes the loans and certifies them, with-
out the advice of the board. The almost inevitable end of such
practice is ruin.

Now, by this process of loaning out Government funds on pro-
miscuons securities, you are making the Treasury of the United
States a one-man bank, with the largest fund of any bank in the
world, to be loaned out on promiscuous security at the diseretion
of one man, I say it is absolutely vicious. Rather than adopt
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such a system I would abandon any interest for a century; and
no man can deny the correctness of this principle.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One ofher question. How is
the present system of leaving it to the discretion of the Secretary
of ﬂla)e Treasury to select the banks to serve as Government deposi-
tories, withoutinterest,to be any less a *“ one-man’’ banking scheme
than a system which would leave him to select—not in his dis-
cretion, but aceording to their bids—the persons or institutions
who should receive these deposits on interest?

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why, simply for this reason that
Congress has prescribed the security and that it shall be Gov-
ernment bonds. 3

Mr., WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But this bill does not chan
the security now provided by law. On the contrary, it leaves the
security just as it is to-day.

Mr. I:YIILL of Connecticut. I admit it; but I have tried to tell
the gentleman a half a dozen times that it is financially impossi-
ble to bring abcput the result that he expects, for the result of his
bill with the present system of security maintained——

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is another question.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut (continuing). Wonld be to strip the
whole country of the deposits and would not result as he expects
it would, becanse—

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman disagrees with
me there, but that is another question. That is not what I am
on now. The thing I am on now is, will you tell the House now,
if the Secretary of the Treasury had to dispose of the deposits in
banks under a law requiring him to give the deposits to the banks
which with equal security—being the security now required by
law—should %id the highest interest. why that would be any
more open to the charge of being a one-man-bank scheme than
the present system, whereby the Secretary of the Treasury, with-
out any guiding law, within his own discretion, selects banks
wherever he chooses and leaves the money withont interest?

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Connecti-
cut has expired.

t'Jéiar. HILL of Connecticut. I understood I had forty-five min-
utes.

The CHATRMAN, There are only five minutes remaining to
that side of the House, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
HemeENwAY] said he wanted five minutes,

Mr. GSTON. How much time has this side of the
House?

The CHAIRMAN., That side of the House has fifty-nine min-

utes. '

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Do I understand that I have the
courtesy of the gentleman to p Do I have any more time?

The CHAIRMAN. Not on the Republican side.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle-
man be allowed ten minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The House by unanimous consent has fixed
the time at which this debate is to close,

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I will pursue this
line at some other time. - There are some few things in regard to
it that I would like to bring to the attention of the House, but I
will take advantage of some other occasion.

. Mr. HEMENWAY. I have but five minutes remaining, and I
yield that to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. HisKINg|.

Mr. HITT. Will the gentleman move that the committee rise
for a moment?

On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, the committee rose: and the
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr, TAWNEY, Chairman of
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re-

rted that that committee had had under consideration the bill

. R. 10954, the urgent deficiency bill, and had come to no reso-
lution thereon.

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported a
bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic and
consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905; which
was read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying Te-

rt, ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee of the

ole House on the state of the Union.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve
all points of order on the bill.

e SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved.
URGENT DEFICIENCY AFPPROFPRIATION BILL.

On motion of Mr. HEMENWAY, the House again resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union
for the further consideration of the urgent deficiency appropria-
tion bill, with Mr. TAWNEY in the chair.

Mr. HEMENWAY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Vermont [Mr. HASKINS]. )

Mr. HASKINS. Mr. Chairman, owing to the fact that yester-
day.I was engaged in committee I was not present during the

remarks of the gentleman from Georgia . HArpwick]. This
morning, however, my attention was called to what he stated with
reference to the constitution and laws of Vermont touching the
question of suffrage. I read from his remarks:

1 respectfully invite the attention of the distinguished tl d of
the Union Imgua Club to%;l?a oonst-?t‘gtiongnd laws of tge Bgtﬁa%e g?l%’légont,
by which citizens whoare of quiet and peaceable behavior,and who have the
1n:g»p»:al:umm.u:l of the board of civil anthorities, shall alone be permitted to vote;
80?1 &oat. far-reaching provision that was ever adopted in any State, North or

Mr. Chairman, the original constitution of the State of Vermont
was adopted in 1777. Its framework was the constitution of
Pennsylvania of 1776. However, in this particular they did not
agree. Pennsylvania placed her suffrage provisions upon taxpay-
ing; Vermont based her suffrage upon manhood only, supple-
mented by an oath, which we designate as the ** freeman’s oath,”
which is taken by the * first voter.”” Now, that there may be no
misunderstanding or misapprehension hereafter as to the consti-
tution and laws of Vermont, I desire to have them incorporated
in the REcorp. They are very brief. I read first from the ** Dec-
laration of rights of the inhabitants of the State of Vermont,”
chapter 1:

ART, B. That all elections %l%ght- to be free and without corruption, and
that all freemen, having a sufficient, evident common interest with, and
attachment to, the community have a right to elect officers, and be elected
into office, agreeably to the regulations made in this constitution.

I now read the plan or frame of government, chapter 2, section
21: and this was the provision of 1777:

BEc. 21. Every man of the full age of 21 years, having resided in this State
jfor the space of one whole year next before the election of Representative,

and is of a quiet and peaceable behavior and will take the following oath or
affirmation, shall be entitled to all the privileges of a freeman of this State.

Then follows the freeman’s oath:

Yon solemnly swear (or affirm) that whenever you give your vote or suf-
frage touching any matter that concerns the State of Vermont yon will do it
20 as in your conscience you shall judge will most conduce to the best good of
the same, as established by the constitdtion, without fear or favor of any man,

Then comes section 42;

SEc. 42. The declaration of the political rights and privileges of the inhab-
itants of this State is hereby declared to be a part of the constitution of this
Commonwealth and ought not to be violated on any pretense whatsoever,

These are the provisions only in the constitution. I now read
from the law, the statute of Vermont, fixing the rights and the
qualifications of voters:

SEC, 8. Citizens of the United States and persons who have become citi-
zens of this State by virtue of the constitution or laws are, while residing in
the State, citizens thereof.

SEc. 61. Every male citizen, 21 years of age or more, having resided in the
State one year next preceding a general election, shall have a right to vote
at such election for the officers to be elected thereat in the town where he
resides on the day of the election. But he shall not vote for town representa-
tive or justicesof the peace at such election unless he resided during the three
months next preceding the election in the town in which is his residence on
the day of the election. -

Now, the election officers under onr law are the justices of the

and the selectmen and the town clerks of the several towns,
and in the cities they are the mayor and aldermen and justices of
the 2. Our town officers are elected annnally; our justices
of the peace are elected biennially. The question as-to a man’'s
politics, to be elected a justice of the peace or a selectmnan, never
enters into the election at all.

Now, so far as the approbation of the board of civil anthority
to a claimed voter taking the freeman’s ocath is concerned, the
inguiry is simply confined to the question of citizenship, residence,
and age. The provision of the statute in this respect is to guard
against fraudulent registration and voting by persons who have
never taken the freeman’s oath, and who are known as *first
voters."”

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. I yield one minute to the gentle-
man from Georgia to read the Vermont law.

Mr. HARDWICK. Section 66 of the Vermont law, code of

1894, reads:

No person shall be admitted to take the freeman’s ocath or to vote at an
election until he has obtained the approbation of the board of civil authority
of the town in which he resides,

Exactly what I stated yesterday. [Loud applause on the Dem-
ocratic side.

Mr. HASKINS. If the gentleman will allow me—

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He has only a minute, and
that has expired.

Mr. HASKINS. He has only occupied half a minute.

Mr. HARDWICEK. 1 am willing.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. His minute has expired, and
if it has not, we must go on.

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think in view of the fact——

The CHAIRMAN. The minnte has not expired. [Laughter.]

Mr. HASKINS. For forty years I have been one of the election
officers in my town, and I never heard the question as to a man’s
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politics or as to his good behavior raised whenever he had offered
to register or to present his vote.

Mr. HARDWICK. I have made a statement about the law
and not about the practice.

Mr. KINS. That is the practice.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, Mr. Chairman, I'will not have
time nor do I desire to reply to the gentleman from Connecticut
in extenso. After I shall have used five minutes, please ** call me
down.’”” Now, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Connecti-
cut does not understand the difference between the word *‘and
and the word “‘ or”’ in the construction of a statute is totally be-
yond my comprehension.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That may be.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, what would the differ-
ence be as to these words when putin this statute: ** The Secretary
of the Treasury shall require the associations thus designated to

ive satisfactory security by the deposit of United States bonds
‘and ’ otherwise?”’ It means, with the word ‘‘and’ there, that
in part the security has got to be in United States bonds, and
with that ont, and if the statute should read, with the ** security

by the deposit of United- States bonds ‘or’ otherwise,” that | Alabama

would mean that no part of it wounld be required to be in bonds
of the United States.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Could it be all United States bonds;
Egdgr your construction of the language counld it be United States

mds?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It could be all or part, either
one; it'conld not possibly be all of anything else and no United
States bonds. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has attempted
laborionsly to prove, t h some arrangement of figures which
I could not follow in my head, that in a country where money
lends for 8 per cent the le could not afford to bid as much for
United States deposits as in a country where money loans for 3
per cent——

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow me—

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. My five minutes will not al-
low me to yield. And the only thing I caught when you were

laining it was this, that you said that a man would have to sac-
ifice 8 per cent money in the purchase of United States bonds,
but you forgot that after the man had sacrificed 8 per cent
money in the purchase of United States bonds npon which he
would draw 2 or 3 per cent, then he would begin to use the money,
and use it in an 8 per cent money market.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly, I agree with you.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississipgi (continuing). And that is ab-
solutely what the gentleman did not mention, or at least failed to
mention—

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 'Will the gentleman yield——

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No, I can not. Now, the
gentleman says that I would have a ““ public auction * take place
**gnce in three months * for people to bid for United States de-
posits. Well, under the present system, you have a public anc-
tion ‘‘ once in three months ™ for people to bid to the Secretary of
the Treasury to be given United States deposits, because I have

uoted in the bill the lan uage of the present statute when I say
that ** it is hereby made &.e uty of the Secretary of the T:
on the 1st day of July, on the 1st day of October, on the 1st day
of Jannary, and on the 1st day of April of each year' to do cer-
tain things, namely, to deposit the money on interest in a certain
manner.

The present law is that it shall be de}’}‘oesit,ed at those times in
the (iscretion of the Secretary of the Treasury with a perfect
right to select his personal or political friends, if he chooses to do
it. all over this broad country, and to give that immense amount
of money which they could use in either a 4 per cent or a 6 per
cent or an 8 per cent market without their paying a cent. %ﬁe
word *"aunction means nothing; the law now simply gives an
“ anction” once in three months under the present system with-
out anybody having to pay anything except compliments, flattery,
good graces, and perhaps promises to the powers that be, whereas
under my system they would have to pay some cash.

The gentleman forgets when he makes that comparison, foo,
that under the ruling of the Secretary of the Treasury, where he
calmly wiped out the word **and '" and puts in the word ** or,”
that the security would not have to be confined to United States
bonds any more than now. The bill provides that the security
given shall be the same security as is now required by law, and
of course it is subject to the same regulations and construction
under the present Administration.

Mr, HILL of Connecticut. Will the %entleman pardon just a
word? That rule that provided there shonld be a margin of 25
per cent puts the financial transaction on the same basis as Gov-
ernment 2 per cent bonds, and consequently makes my mathemat-
ical calculations exactly correct.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the mathemat-
ics which can convince me that a man who can use money at 8

per cent can not pay as much to get money as the man who can
not use it at over 3 per cent will never be discovered. The mathe-
matics can not be found that can convince me of that proposition.
Now, Mr. Chairman, United States banks thronghout this coun-
try deposit their reserve upin New York banksand the New York
banks pay 2 per cent for it. 'Why can not the United States Gov-
ernment be paid 2 per cent?

Now,Iama -natured fellow, and instead of making that
a public bid and giving it to the highest bidder, I think it would
be an improvement over the present plan if you would require
them to pay, say, 2 per cent, and make it fixed. But let the Gov-
ernment cease gratuitously to favor certain banks over others. To
put out to highest bidder among banks, State and national, first fur-
nishing absolutely self-sufficing security for repayment, would be
better. Why? Because that would carry the money to those
parts of the country which need it most for productive enterprises
and home development, and not to the great centers where small
interest prevails and where it is used chiefly for speculative pur-
poses on 'change.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
[Mr. WiLEY].

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. HEPRURN having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had
passed bills and joint resolution of the following titles; in which
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested:

S. 421. An act for the relief of W. J. Kountz;

S. 872. An actanthorizing the recorder of the General Land Of-
fice to issue certified copies of patents, records, books, and papers;

S. 250. An act granting to the State of Idaho 50,000 acres of land
to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance of the
Idaho State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home;

S. 146. An act for the relief of Leonard L. Deitrick;

8. 126. An act for the relief of Rudolf Herbst;

S.122. An act aunthorizing the Secretary of the Interior to
restore to public entry lands embraced in whole or in part within
segregations for reservoirs;

8. 61. An act for the relief of M. E. Saville;
S. 56. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of Na-
poleon B. Giddings;

5. 619. Anact making an appropriation for completing the con- -
struction of theroad to the national cemetery near Pensacola, Fla.;

S. 468, An act for the relief of the widow and children of the
late Joseph W. Etheridge and the widow of the late John M.
Richardson;

S. R. 21. Joint resolution authorizing the purchase of a marble
bust of General Lafa{ette, executed by David d’Angers;

S. R. 20. Joint resolution anthorizing the selection of a site and
the erection of apedestal for a bronze statue in Washington, D. C.,
in honor of the late Henry Wadsworth Longfellow;

S. 2607, An act to amend an act authorizing the Secre of
‘War to cause to be erected monuments and markers on the bat-
tlefield of Gettysburg, Pa., to commemorate the valorons deeds
of certain regiments and batteries of the United States Army;

S. 2696. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the
Treasury to pay John F. Weston the snm of §241.60, and so forth;

8. 2692, Anacttoestablish alife-saving station at Nome, Alaska;

S. 2465. An act to revive and amend an act entitled **An act
to anthorize the Montgomery and Autauga Bridge Company to
construct a bridge across the Alabama River near the city of
Montgomery, Ala.;

S. 2262. An act to provide for the removal or destruction of
derelicts;

S. 2114, An act to fix the rank of certain officers in the Army;

8.1741. An act for the relief of the county of White Pine,
State of Nevada; :

S. 1634, An act for the erection of a statue to the memory of
Gen. James Miller at Peterboro, N. H.;

S. 921. An act tirant:ing to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres
of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance
of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home;

S. 903. An act providing for the purchase of metal and the coin-
age of minor coins, and the distribution and redemption of said
coins; and

S. 792. Anact toaid in the erection of a monument or memorial
at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to commeimorate the battle of the Revo-
lution fought at that point between the colonial troops and Indians,
October 10, 1774.

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. WILEY of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, at an early day of
the present session I had the honor to introduce into this House a
bill (H. R. 10429) for the erection of a monument, in the city of
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Washington, to the memory of Jeremiah O'Brien, upon which
shall be inscribed the words:
Erected to the memor‘y of
The heroic Irish-American,
Jeremiah O'Brien,
Who cagturﬁd and sank
In the first sea fight of
The Revolutionary War
The British schooner Margaretta.

Commodore John Barry has justly been characterized as the
father of the American Navy. I am pleased to be advised that a
similar bill has already been introduced in this House, authoriz-
ing the erection of a monument, at our beautiful national capi-
tai to keep fresh in our remembrances the illustrious services he
rendered his country, both in peace and in war, and to make
luminous and glorious the growth and development of the Ameri-
can Navy, in the rapid march of the most marvelous century that
ever chronicled the brilliant achievements of the human race.
All honor to his memory!

But while we are rendering a just tribute to the man whose
genius and brains created our Navy, let us not forget to do honor
to another patriot, Jeremiah O'Brien, who fought the first naval
battle in our contest for freedom and struggle for independence
from the British Crown, nor fail to perpetuate the virtues and the
valor of the thirty-five brave, free, and independent men who,
under his leadership, did a deed so grand and enduring as to excite
the wonder and challenge the admiration of the civilized world.
History does not record the name of a hero who has excelled in
dauntless courage and in unconguerable patriotism the immortal
Irish-American sailor of whom I speak.

These intrepid men from sawmill and shipyard have glorified
our nation’s flag and ornamented the brightest page of the annals
in which are inscribed the brilliant events that have transpired
during the past one hundred years in this * Union of our fathers
and sires.” The white angel of has descended upon the
village of Machias, in the State of Maine, and now abides within
her gates. But not so in the memorable month of May, 1775.
Then the tocsin of war was heard on her streets and excitement
ran high in every honsehold. A wondrous change has come over
the spirits of her inhabitants and hangs above the face of the
mighty waters. The sweet flowers of hope and faith are climb-
ing and blooming over the runined and deserted cannon, which
_once belched forth the fires of carnage and death in the first sea

fight of the Revolutionary war.

The story runs like this:

The news of the battle of Lexington reached Machias early one
Sunday morning. It was the 10th of May, 1775, and just then
there was an armed Government schooner in front of the town
waiting to convoy a couple of lumber-loaded sloops to Halifax,

The young men of the little village, fired by the story of the
deeds of their kinsmen, gathered and plotted to lend their mite to
the canse; but what could be done? The guns of the schooner
covered the town; there were other guns in the little old block-
honse. and there were a few muskets; but the village authorities
were Tories, and all the gunpowder was locked fast in the maga-
zine beyond their reach. There was powder in Jonesboro, 10
miles away; but no man dared go to get 1t for fear of being missed.

And so it happened that Mary Chandler, a young girl of 17,
slipped quietly from the little meetinghouse during the sermon,
walked over the rough trail to Jonesboro, and that night carried
on her shoulders 25 pounds of powder back through the woods to
Machias,

This blockading craft was His Majesty’s schooner Margaretta,
manned with a crew recruited from the hardy seafarers of Nova
Secotia, and full of the brawn and muscle and grit which had con-
tributed so essentially to make true the boast, ** Britannia rules the
waves, '’

When the shadows of evening came down upon both land and
sea the commander of the Margaretia, asa precautionary measure
and in order to gnard against a possible covert attack at night,
moved the schooner down the river to the bay a few miles away,
where he thought he would be in a safe position to hold the re-
bellions village in his relentless grip; but no sooner was he outof
sight than Jeremiah O'Brien, himself a lnmberman, a gentleman
of judgment and discretion, of cool nerve and indomitable will,
*horn to command,” organized at once for offensive warfare.

His force consisted of thirty-five picked men, selected from
among the shipbuilders and sailors of Machias. Full of mettle
and ardor, young in years, keen of eye, strong of limb, and com-
EMt of body: brave and generous, every soul of them, with the

ealth of salt air in their cheeks and the love of country in their
hearts; *‘ disdaining fortune,’’ buoyant in hope, and proud in
their own self-esteem; each a veritable Hotspur, putting on the
** danntless spirit of resolution,”” impatient of wrong and weary
of oppression; daring to do all that mortal man counld do to re-
dress their grievances, this Spartan band, under the skillful gen-
eralship of the gallant O'Brien, rushed, as it were, from the very

summit of themount of defiance and quickly seized and unloaded
one of the lnmber-laden sloops and equipped her for battle, arm-
ing her with the old guns dragged from the blockhouse, and
stowing away in her hull the powder which Mary Chandler had
brought to them through the mazes of a thick forest.

Sailing into the bay as the rays of the early morninglight gilded
the eastern sky, *‘ dire was the clang’ as the two crafts ranged
alongside one another and exchanged dreadful broadside shots,
Soon the schooner's foresail rattled to the deck and all was over
with her, for closing in upon her and holding her fast, Jeremiah
O'Brien, at the head of his thirty-five ** Down Easters,” boarded,
captured, and sank her, Thus we perceive that this insignificant
little sloop was the babe which has grown into the full propor-
tions of the white fleet of our superb Navy. The splendid cour-
age which O’Brien and his men, trune and tried, exhibited on this
memorable occasion gave our Navy, strange to relate, its first
start. It isnow the magnificent arm of the greatest Government
the world ever saw—a navy power, invincible upon all the naviga-
ble waters of the globe, engaged everywhere and at all times in the
landable endeavor to protect our citizens at home and abroad, to
conserve the public peace, to defend popular rights and preserve
constitutional liberty.

There is something that irresistibly touches our noblest sensi-
bilities in the heroism of duty fearlessly performed—a heroism
which is willing to sacrifice self in a righteons canse, even though
the atonement can not malke it victorious. In this instance, snc-
cess crowned “the efforts of our hero, Jeremiah O’Brien. He
counted it a crime ““no tear could ere efface, to purchase safety

with compliance base.” He was
In his honor impregnnble.
In his simplicity sublime.

In him was truth and nobleness—man’s fidelity with woman'’s
tenderness. He was fried in the furnace and proved true. He
was ““ weighed in the balance’ and not found wanting. He has
been “* declared sterling by the general consent of mankind.”

If there be one country upon the map of nations which chal-
lenges our sympathy more than all the rest that country is Ire-
land. This lovely island, rising from the bosom of her own
beautiful waters, staggering under a governmental policy which
brought poverty and gloom to the people, was for many long and
dreary years neither cheered by the songs of her native bards nor
stirred by the eloquence of her impassioned orators. The blight-
ing hand of English tyranny had laid her low, stripped her of her
verdure, and she stood forth like a lone waste in a flowery land,
but, thank God, the daybreak of the sun of freedom from oppres-
sion, of liberty of thought, of speech,and of religions and political
action for the downtrodden children of Erin is beginning to ap-
pa?ir in the east and to flood with light of gold the earth and skies
and seas.

Prosperity is at last coming to their homes. ‘‘A hewer of wood
and a drawer of water™ on his own soil, the Irishman, nnder
every sun and in every clime, outside of his own country, when-
ever and wherever the door of hope and opportunity has not been
closed against him, has demonstrated a genius for work and a
patience in the conquest of details, a loyalty to principle, a devo-
tion to truth and love of country which have forged him to the
very forefront in every profession, vocation, occupation, and
calling in life,

Jeremiah O'Brien was an Irishman by birth, but an American
by adoption.

The Erish-American citizen, what shall I say of him? Loyal to
the ** old flag ”” and faithful to the country of his adoption, true
to his friends, generous in nature, magnanimous in disposition,
liberal in his views, and public spirited always, he is not only
preeminently qualified for self-governing citizenship, but fre-
quently sets us an exam;lyle of industry, economy, and morality, the
influence of which is felt as a potential factor in the intelligence,
thrift, and law-abiding qualities which characterize the commu-
nities in which he lives,

With loving impulse we gladly spend large sums of money from
year to year out of a national fund rai by common taxation
to protect and beautify the graves of those who died in defense
of the Union. 'We make liberal appropriations in order to mark
by some enduring structure the particular spots where ‘Federal
soldiers and sailors fought and fell for their country’s sake.

‘We are wont to erect monuments to those whose careers have
illustrated courage, fortitude, patriotism, self-sacrifice, and fidel-
ity to principle; to those who have become renowned in the pub-
lic service; to those who have been benefactors to the human
race; to those whose endeavors in the arts and sciences, letters
and learning have exalted them among the nations of the earth.
‘We have built magnificent cemeteries at Vicksburg, Chattanooga,
Gettysburg, Nashville, Murfreesboro, Culpeper Court House,
Manassas, Arlington, Winchester, and on a score of other fields,
Thess silent cities of the dead are surrounded by costly stone
fences, adorned with trees and parks, and everywhere ornamented
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with headstones of marble or monuments of granite to point out
the last resting places or to mark the green graves of those who
‘* died on the perilous edge of battle.”

Washington is a city of monuments; and it is meet that these
memorials should arrest our gaze in every park and common, on
every street, along every highway, and in every public ground of
the nation’s capital. Father Ryan expressed words as sweet as
celestial fruits or the breath of flowers from Paradise when he
penned these radiant lines; st

Yes, give me the land of the wreck and the tomb;
There's grandeur in g&ves, there's glory in gloom;
For out of the gloom future brightness is born,

As after the night looms the sunrise of morn.

But it may be asked, Why should I from the far South feel such
an interest in a New England patriot as to be prompted to intro-
duce a measure in this Chamber looking to the erection of a mon-
ument to his memory? The answer is easy. The only real liber-
ator is Truth, and she makes none free save those who strive to
break their own fetters.

Heroism derives its courage from the motive which prompts
men to display courage and fortitnde. **Know ye the truth; for
the truth will make ye free.”” The fratricidal war between the
two sections of our common country is over. Our swords have
been broken into plowshares and our s into pruning hooks.
The North and the South alike will hold their dead in tender
memory forever. The South is proud of the men who wore the
gray, charging up the frowning heights of Gettysburg, on Look-
out Mountain, on the banks of the Potomae, in the gloom of the
‘Wilderness, on the fiery trail from Dalton to Atlanta, on the roll-
ing Rappahannock, on the red hills of Georgia, and in the valle
of Virginia and Tennessee. The North very justly feels a lig:

ride in the fortitude and valor of the men who wore the blue.

n every battle plain, from the mountains to the sea, monuments
more enduring than brass have been erected to preserve the fame
and to tell posterity the glorious deeds of her patriotic dead. Lee
and Grant, Jackson and Thomas, Stuart and Hancock, on both
sides generals of unblemished character, belong to no section, but
to the whole country. They ‘ are immortal names that were not
born to die,” and their fame is the common heritage of us all.

The surviving veterans of the South returned to their homes to
begin anew the battle of life. They understood the situation, and
accepted it in good faith; and majestic as they were in war, they
were grander and more glorious still in the busy pursuits of peace.
‘We are loyal citizens of the nation. From the past we have de-
rived wisgom and drawn inspiration, By the Constitotion, as
it now is, we intend to stand. Let that book of the organic law
be read by the people never too often, as the book of the laws of
Moses was brought forth and explained to the children of Israel
in Jerusalem near the shrines of their ancient altars.

The adversities of the South have stirred her manhood, stimu-
lated her energies, and prepared her to work out for herself and
posterity a far greater and more fruitful progress than she ever
attained when the tide of her fortunme ran at its flood. Her
stricken fields have ripened once more and her gardens are send-
ing out the fra%-mnce of their flowers. * The violets still bloom
in the depths of her valleys,” while the stars sit, each upon his
“‘ruby throne,’” and watch with sleepless eye a golden land of
beauty and sunshine, from which even in the disraption of south-
ern institutions the old romance has never departed.

‘We are banded together, as never before, in the common bonds
of union, loyalty, fraternal love, and civil liberty. Sectional lines
have been obliterated. After a third of a century of peace and
prosperity we are all kneeling side by side at the altar of a re-
united faith. We have but one flag in the skies. The melodions
tunes of Dixie and Yankee Doodle have blended together into one
national air.

The dagger of Spain was unsheathed. Innocence, helpless age,
and infirmity were falling beneath its perfidions blows. In the
midst of the fires of the Maine the heavens cried aloud for ven-
geance. The men and the sons of the men who had faced each
other under two flags in battle’s stern array now felt the elbow
touch, fighting as brothers under ** the Stars and Stripes’’ to free
anew world from the barbarity of a merciless despotism, Wearing
the same uniform, whether on land or sea, Lawton and Wheeler,
Dewey and Schley, Bagley and Capron, now living and dead,
under the folds of **Old Glory ' fought for God and humanity.
They have emblazoned their names upon the loftiest entablatures
in the temple of fame. They will live forever in song and story,
and add luster to the glory of the nation which gave them birth.

Let us build the monnment which the bill under consideration
provides for. It will commemorate the glory achieved by Amer-
1can valor and do honor to one ** whose remembrance will, to ears
and tongues, be theme and hearing ever.” [Applause.]

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I now yield
thirty minutes Lo the gentleman from New York [Mr. RipEr].

Mr, RIDER. Mr. Chairman, since the beginning of this ses-
sion of Congress, to the delight and entertainment of its Members,
we have heard discussions concerning Canadian reciprogi?, good
roads, currency, the tariff, the race question, and, indeed, a ré-
sumé of the civil war by one of the distingunished Members on the
other side has been offered for our consideration and edification.
The Republican Members have put forth the claim that the pres-
ent %-osperif:y of these United Statesis due solely and entirely to
the Dingley tariff, and the more deeply religious Members on the
Democratic side have had the temerity to say that Almighty God
had something to do with the present prosperous condition of this
great land of ours. [Laughter.]

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words in relation to
the construction of the canals of this country.

‘While there has been much discussion concerning the violation
of the treaty rights, theamity of nations, the policy of the Govern-
ment, and international law concerning the recognition of the new
Republic of Panama, it is neverthéless true that the recognition
of this Republic has brought us to a point where we can realize
the hope and ambition of the United States for many years and
unite the East and the West as they have never been united be-
fore. The canal is now an assured fact, and will be constructed
along the route already selected by Congress. It is too late to
discuss the practicability or feasibility of any other route. The
present Administration may be subjected to severe criticism in
recognizing the new Republic of Panama. But to him who rises
above all partisan ties and looks to the welfare and benefit of this
great nation it is, “ My country—may she ever be right; but
right or wrong, my country!*

For four hun years men have dreamed of piercing this wall,
thus saving one-third the distance in circumnavigating the globe.
It was in 1551 that the Spanish historian, Gomara, urged on Philip
II the importance of piercing this Isthmus, and two hundred years
ago one of the most celebrated freebooters said: ** The spoils of
Granada I count for nanght beside the knowledge of the great
Lake Nicaragua and the route between the north and south seas,
which depend upon it.”* In 1805 Nelson attempted to gain
session of this route by aid of a land force, but was preventenﬁ:ﬁj;
the power of the Spanish. At the time that the question was dis-
cussed of the cession of Louisiana to the United States by France
Decrés replied to Napoleon that ‘* if the Isthmus of Panama is cut
through some day it will occasion an immense revolution in navi-

tion, so that a voyage around the world will be easier than the

ongest cruise to-day. Louisiana will be on the line of this new

route, and its possession will be of inestimable value. Don't give
it up.”

The subject of this interaceanic canal is of world-wide impor-
tance. Manynations have interested themselves in it; many men
have given themselves to the study of it; many volumes have
been written on it; many lives have been sacrificed to it, and
many millions of gold have been spent on it. Over no portion of
the earth’s surface has the engineer’s level been so repeatedly
run, and now what ages have waited for the new century is about
to witness. What the genins of Columbus failed to find that of
modern science is about to create. If is beyond the range of pos-
sibilities o follow the important results—geographical, commer-
cial, and political—from this New-World condition. The cutting
of the new isthmian canal will be the most important event since
the discovery of Australasia, and will reduce the size of the earth
at the equator by one-third. No other ship canal ever con-
structed—not even the Suez—can compare with it in economy in
sailing distances.

From London to Canton the Suez saves 8,300 miles, and to Bom-
bay 4,325 miles, while the Panama Canal will save from 5,000
to 6,000 miles for most ships sailing through if; between London
and San Francisco it saves nearly 7,200 miles; between New York
and San Francisco, 10,080 miles. President Hayes said: *“An in-
teroceanic canal will essentially change the geographical relation
between the Atlantic and Pacific coasts of the United States, and
between the United States and the rest of the world.”” This canal
will project the Pacific coast info the heart of the continent and
make it possible to steam from Pittsburg to Hongkong and from
Omaha to Sydney. The Mississippi Valley, with its 1,244,000 square
miles of area, is considerably larger than the whole of ceutmql En-
rope. On account of its magnitudg, its inexhaustible fertility, its
great variety of production, the energy of its people, its 5,000 miles
of waterways navigable for steamers, and sontherly flow of its
great artery,it is commercially and politically the most important
valley in the world, and its connection with the most important
ocean of the future is a great geographical change of the first im-
%?ul:‘tance. Sea&oing vessels will soon be passing from Chicago and

uth down the Mississippi to the Pacific.

In 1825 Henry Clay, then Secretary of State, said: *‘ The exe-
cution of this work will form a great epoch of the affairs of the
whole world.”” From New York to San Francisco by way of
Cape Horn it is 14,840 miles; by way of the Panama Canal it will
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be only 4,760 miles, a saving of over 10,000 miles and over fifty
days’ time by freight steamers between those two points, with a
corresponding economy to other points on the two coasts. Where
two-thirds of the time and distance is saved, there is a correspond-
ing saving of value of repairs, insurance on vessels and cargo,
of interest on investment, wages and provisions, and also a two-
third cost in saving of rtation; but its saving to existing
commerce is by no means all. It will create a vast amount of
new commerce. It isimpossible, commercially ing, to trans-
port freight of any sort beyond a point where the cost of trans-

tion exceeds the value of the cargo to a point where it is

rought.
ARTICLES OF COMMERCE.

The canal, therefore, by reducing the distance increases the
number of articles of commerce. e exports from the Pacific
coast are for the most part raw material and will not bear long
carriage—for example, lnmber, in which the far Northwest is so
rich, and the supply of the Eastern States beailig practically ex-
hausted. Cuba has attempted to import Pacific coast lumber,
but found it too expensive. As soon as the canal is cut lnmber
for building purposes will become an exceedingly important ar-

" ticle of commerce between the two coasts. It is estimated by
lambermen that the opening of the canal will add $2 to every
thousand feet of lnmber standing around Puget Sound. The for-
ests of Washington alone contain 175,000,000,000 feet of uncut
yellow and red fir,

LUMBER.

The estimate referred to being a reasonable one, the value of the
forests of Washington alone will be enhanced about $350,000,000.
The supply in Oregon, British Columbia, and Alaska is much
greater, . H. Seward said of this region: ** It seems destined
to become a shipyard of supply for all nations.”

WHEAT.

‘When the limit for transportation of wheat from the Pacific
coast is reduced twenty-five days' steaming, it will become a mer-
cantile transaction with daily assured profits. At the present
time, with a voyage of four or five months around the Horn, taken
in relation as to the possible rise and fall of prices which make
trade, it is as much a gamble as any hazardous game of chance.
Distances on the Pacific coast around Cape Horn are somewhat
greater to New York than to Liverpool, and the rich trader of the
west coast of Central and South erica chiefly goes to Great
Britain and Germany, but with the opening of the isthmian canal
all this will be changed. The distance will be then from twenty-
seven hundred to thirty-five hundred miles in favor of New York,
which, with our facilities for manufacture, will give us the market
of that coast.

Distances via the Panama Canal.

| To Liver-
pool.

To New
York.

From—

THE BOUTHERX BTATES.

The Southern States will have a much greater advantage, as
New Orleans is 713 miles nearer than New York to the canal,
and the almost inexhaustible coal mines of Alabama, so easily
worked, can be landed on shipboard at Mobile at $1.25 a ton.

COAL.

Attention is called to the fact that there is but very little coal,
and that of inferior quality, on the Pacific coast, and steamers
passing through this canal will require 2,000,000 tons per annum,
and that will be furnished by Alabama.

PIG TRON.

In Alabama and Tennessee pig iron is ﬁroduced more cheaply
than anywhere else, and in aﬁll the markets of the Pacific iron
will be in increasing demand for many years to come.

COTTON.

Japan, the greatest manufacturing nation in the Far East, im-
ported some $55,000,000 worth of raw cotton during the past year,
and in the same year China imported cotton goods valued af
$50,000,000. When the canal is cut ocean steamships can load
cotton at the river and gulf docks and sail direct to the Orient,
which will enable us to successfully compete with Indian cotton.

FOOD.

Statistics show that with 5 per cent of the world’s population
we produce 32 per cent of the world’s food. The Mississippi Val-
ley is our great granary, and the new waterway will connect it
with more than half the population of the globe. Thus the Pan-
ama Canal will give the g:.ciﬁc coast access to the European mar-

kets, and our Atlantic and Gulf coasts access to the Asiatic mar-
kets. New York is 150 miles farther than Liverpool from Cape
Horn. This fact, of course, makes Liverpool 150 miles nearer than
New York to all the ports on the eastern shore of the Pacific.
Liverpool is as much nearer fo all points on the west Pacific
coast as Liverpool is nearer than New York to Gibraltar, which
is about 2,000 miles; that is to say, that the Pacific, commerciall
8 ing, is now an English ocean, The effect of cuttin thmugﬁ
the Panama Canal will be to bring New York 2,748
than Liverpool to its eastern entrance.

The advantage to the commerce of New York City via the Pan-
ama Canal over that of Liverpool via the Suez Canal is best illus-
trated by the following table of distances:

iles nearer

de To New | To Liver-
From York. pool.
Miles, Miles,

10,212 10,830

E 11,080

10, 662 11,534

6,417 9,167

8,462 11,212

10,000 11,000

The Panama Canal is the gateway to the Pacific, and opens upon
500,000,000 of people, whose imports last year were approximately
one billion and a half of dollars. The commerce oP the Paci
will increase indefinitely and the United States will command a
greater of it.

The Hon. Archibald Colquhoun, an engineer and tfraveler, in
speaking of the canal wrote that—

It will render greater service to the New World than the Suez does to the
0ld, it will brintﬁanpnn. north China, Australasia, and a part of Mala
nearer to the A tic cities of the United States than they are now to Eng-
land. It will give an immense impulse to the United States manufacturers,
especially cotton and iron, and will greatly stimulate the shipbuil in-
dustry and develop the mvzg{power of the United States. Finally, I believe
it will, taken in connection with the vast changes oceurring in the Far East,
bring about the most severe rivalry to the commercial supremacy of Eng-
land which she has ever yet encountered.

Our entrance into competition for the world’s markets, access
to those markets, makes it imperative that this canal should be
completed in the earliest possible time., With the United States,
washed by two great oceans, directly connected by this water-
way, the nation will be midway between the markets of the
world.

POLITICAL BEARING.

The political effect, obvious of the construction of this canal,
will be in uniting our coast lines and bringing the most remote
portions of our territory into closer relations. Mr, Colquhoun
says: s

It will bind together the remote sections of that country, assimilate its
diverse interests, and go far toward solving many difficulf problems and
make the United States still more united.

President Hayes said in one of his messages:

“A part of the coast line of the United States,” and a portion in which we
shall be vitally concerned. The United States Government ought to control
and protect it. The canal must be o and we must have a navy stro
enough to protect it. By closing it, a foreign power with a single blow wa‘urllg
cleave our two coasts 10,000 miles asunder.

the utilization of the mobile defenses of the United States—

Says Commodore George W. Melville, of the Navy—
there is no waterway which approaches the isthmian canal. Without it the
fleet of one coast is unavailable to the other; with it every naval gun may
be turned upon the foe, whether he shall come from the east or the west.

The building of this canal will bring the western coast of South
America, which has for a long time seemed very much out of the
world, into closer relation with the eastern coast of North Amer-
ica. The prineipal ports on the western coast of South America
will be from sixteen hundred to seventeen hundred miles nearer
to New York than San Francisco. These regions of Sonth America
have rich undeveloped natural resources and a sparse population,
but they will be brought by the canal into close relation with the
richest and most densely populated portions of the United States,
A large part of the superfluous and rapidly increasing capital of
the latter country will find opportunity there. The isthmian
canal will give to the West Indies a commercial importance which
will involve great political consequences. For hundreds of years
these islands were a source of the trogical products, and during
the Napoleonic wars furnished Great Britain with one-half of her
commerce; but misrule, vicious and tyrannical, and other causes
have paralyzed their industries and depleted their commerce,
until now it is insignificant. The canal will focus the commerce
of the world in the Caribbean Sea. Toward it flow three great
rivers, the Hudson, the Mississippi, and the Amazon, and as tribu-
taries to the canal they will pour their commerce through this
sea, whose islands will become ports of call.

Capt. A. T. Mahan gays:

In the cluster of island fortresses of the Caribbean isone of the great nerve
centers of the whole body of European civilization; and I refsr to the archi-
pelago as the very domains of the sea power, if evera region could be called so,
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He continues:

Control of a maritime region is insured r1::1'1.':nm‘i'!j' by a navy, secondly by
positions, suitably chosen and spaced one from another, upon which one the
navy rests and from which it can exert its strength.

It is important, therefore, in this respect that we should con-
sider the extension of our possessions in the Caribbean Sea, pro-
vided they come to us by righteous means. If throu&h an ex-
pression of the majority of the people of Cuba that the island
should come to be a part of our nation in the future in its rela-
tion to the construction of the canal, it will prove of incalcul-
able benefit to us. Bnf let that new Republic be bound to us
(l)on]yby the strongest of bonds—the ties of obligation, respect, and

ve. :

INLAND CANALS.

Bearing a direct relationship with the construction of the Pan-
ama Canal there is the improvement and extension of the inland
waterwaysof this great nation. Inland-waterways tend tocheapen
the cost of carriage and to develop industry, and onght to empha-
size strongly the economicimportance of inland navigation. They
cheapen the rate of rtation not only for the products of the

farmer, but to the manufacturer as well. Since 1882 there have
been biennial appropriations made for improving our inland water-
ways. As thisis a matter of such vital importance to the people,
this policy should be changed and annual appropriations made.
These water routes have to a large extent made possible the de-
velopment of our iron industries. Therichest iron regions of the
United States, those of northern Michigan and Wisconsin, are
nearly 1,000 miles distant from the great coal fields of Pennsyl-
vania, but with a waterway connecting them, on which freight
rates are a little over 1 mill a ton-mile, the two mining regions are
brought closer together,

The distribution and consumption of coal, both for manufactur-
ing and boating purposes, have been largely increased on account
of inland transportation through the Ohio River and the Great
Lakes. The improvement and extension of the water routes of the
Great Lakes, the Mississippi River system, the Missouri, the con-
struction of theship canal between the Mississippi River and Lake
Michig:m, of a lake ship canal from Pittsburg to Lake Erie, of a
lake ship canal to St. Paul and Minneapolis, will tend to further
distribute coal at a cheaper rate and greatly widen the present
marketable limits. The inland waterways are likewise of great
importance to the consumer and producer of lnmber in the United
States., Thus far railroads have been able to transport east from
‘Washington only high-grade shingles to the Mississippi Valley.

‘Farther inland, waterways enable home industries to compete
more easily with foreign producers, not only by decreased cost of
transportation on articles destined for export, but also by making
raw material cheaper. The development of the inland navigation
of the United States will assist us in maintaining a high standard
of life in competition with Europe.

THE FLORIDA CAY¥AL.

In this connection I desire to call the attention of the House to
a mensure—House bill 9487, now in the hands of the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors—providing for a survey or surveys to be
made to determine the feasibility of a canal between the waters
of the St. Johns River and the Gulf of Mexico. The construction
of this canal is not only of vital importance to the State of Flor-
ida, but to the nation at large as well. It means the lessening of
distance for freight traffic by coasting and steam vessels between
all points on the eastern coast and those on the Gulf and Pacific
by over 600 miles. To the shipping interests it would mean a
saving of two days in point of time, 600 tons of coal for steamers,
lessening freight rates; to the shipper the decrease in both freight
and insurance rates, and quicker delivery. Seventy-five per cent
of the manufacturing interests shipping their goods to Pensacola,
Mobile, New Orleans, and Galveston at present do not insure,
for the reason that the insurance exceeds the freight rates.

To the consumer the construction of the canal means a lessen-
ing of the cost. One line of steamers operating between the ports
of New York, New Orleans, and Galveston during the year 1903
shipped 18,000,000 tons of freight. The importance of tﬁls meas-
ure may well be understood when this is taken into considera-
tion. Every southern city, as well as all the ports along the east-
ern coast of the United States, should be vitally concerned in
regard to this matter. The wreck coast of the United States for
years has been the southerly part of Florida and the tortuouns
channels of the Florida Keys. No private or corporate interests
should be ]Elrmitted to interfere with the passage of such a meas-
ure. The line of the canal suggested would be through the St.
Johns River, Doctors Lake, and the Waccassie River on the Gulf
side. The cost of construction is comparatively small when the
fact is taken into consideration that valuable deposits of phos-
phates, which are salable as fertilizer, are to be found along the
proposed line, and also that the lands are heavily timbered. This

is one of the many projects of a similar nature which should re-
ceive the attention of the National Legislature.
THE WATERWAYS IN AND ABOUT NEW YORK CITY.

The improvement of the waterways in and about New York
City, the commercial center of the country, means to a great
degree enhancing the prosperit{’ of the entire nation. The com-
merce of New York, as given by the Bureau of Statistics, De-
partment of Commerce and Labor, show imports, $574,066,854;
all other ports in the United States, $409,507,602; aggregate ex-
ports, New York, $558,388,935; all others, $889,625,613. This ex-
pressed in tons, foreign commerce, New York, 17,398,058; coast-
ing trade, 20,000,000; making a total of 37,664,108 tons, The cus-
toms revenue in the city of New Yorkis 65.01 per cent of the
total collected in the United States. The improvement of the
Harlem River Ship Canal and the Harlem River and Bronx
Kills to the deep waters of the Sound and the ocean mean much
toward increasing the commerce of the metropolis.

Not only these improvements, but the measure, House bill 9486,
providing for a survey or surveys to be made to determine the
feasibility of a canal between Flushing Bay and Newtown Creek,
county of Queens, State of New York, has an important bearing
on the development of the various channels in and about New
York. The fabulous sums ex'lf'xenﬂed in blowing out Hell Gatein .
order to open up a channel for passing vessels have not as yet
achieved the object sought, and the money spent at Hell Gate
would have been more than sufficient to construct the Newtown
Creek and Flushing Bay Canal, and provide a broad and clear
channel for vessels from the East River and the Sonnd. All
Island and the East River section would be immensely bene:
by this canal, and it is for this reason that it s a national
character and that Congress may rightly and properly authorize
an expenditure for its construction.

New York is the greatest seaboard terminus and port for inter-
national frade for the world, and any project which gives in-
creased value to this port materially benefits every section of the
United States. This canal is a scheme which originated with
DeWitt Clinton, who saw in the future that the trend of popula-
tion in this great center of the western world would be toward
what are now known as the boronghs of the Bronx and Queens,
and that the food supply and material for the well-being of the
people would necessarily be delivered at a cheaper rate by the con-
struction of such a waterway. The cost of this workis compara-
tively small, as the Geological Survey shows an alluvial soil along
the entire route and that no blasting will be required.

Enormous snms have been expended by the United States Gov-
ernment in dredging Newtown Creek in the endeavor to main-
tain an 18-foot channel for a distance of about 2§ miles. With
eyery recurring tide, débris and refuse are deposited and the
channel becomes rapidly shallower, and it is now estimated that
the work done by the Department of War, and declared practi-
cally completed by that Department, June 30, 1903, has failed of
its object to such an extent that the channel is only 14 feet at the
present time. There is no stream of its size in the United States
where such a quantity of freight is handled as in Newtown Creek.
The estimated amount is in excess of 3,000,000 tons annually and
consists mainly of coal, building materials, oils, and chemicals.

The construction of this canal would mean the constant flush-
ing of the creek and the maintenance of a channel of proper depth
with little or no cost to the United States Government, and at the
same time would greatly enhance the value of the commerce of
New York City.

The project proposed is analogous to that of the canal or water-
way across Keweenaw Point from Keweenaw Bay to Lake Supe-
rior, This canal was purchased by the United States September
19, 1890, and deepened from 13 feet fo 20 feet at an outlay of $1,-
243,996.56 up to June 30, 1802, During the season of navigation
in 1901, 2,114,385 net tons of freight were carried through this
canal, valued at $57,876,480. This waterway, uniting Portage
Lake and Lake Superior, is under Government control. The in-
creasing congestion of traffic on the East River, causing an in-
crease in loss by collision and accidents occurring from crowding
of the waterway, will ultimately compel the deepening and exten-
sion of every ountflet, including the Newtown Creek. The damage
done by the ginking of a vessel or two every week or so in the
course of a short time amounts to far more than the total expense
necessary to construct this canal and to make and maintain this
channel. A farsighted policy would, therefore, dictate steps
which would prevent a recurrence of such losses to commerce.

While considering this particularly interesting subject, I desire
to call the attention of the House to the fact that, despite the
statement that has recently been made that *‘ the United States
Government is not in the canal-building business,”” the followin
canals are directly maintained or were constructed by the Uni\‘aeg
States Government, and the gross amount of to @ compares
in no wise to that which wonld pass through the canals mentioned

in the preceding parts of this address.
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Government-built canals,

Nuﬁe.

Bee Tree Shoals, Alabama
Cascades, e e e e S e
Duluth (Duluth-Superior) .............
Illinois and l‘Il];)i Canal (Illinois). ..
Eeweenaw Point, Mich. (Portage Lake)...........
Louisville and Portland, Mosquito Creek, South

Carolina,
Boattle, Wasl .. oo e e e dren wm e pmmen
5t. Marys Falls Canal (Michigan)

1% miles aue...

All of these projects are worthy of the most careful and earnest
consideration of the National Government. The improvement of
our waterways is a matter of the gravest concern, not only to the
producers, but to the consumers as well. It means a lessening of
the cost of marketing products and cheapening prices. In the
words of the Cullom Commission:

The manufacturing destiny of our country points unerringly to the eman-
cipation of the waters as its next great work, a fitting sequel to the emanci-
pation of the slave, a destiny not of war, but of benificence and to
which the heart of the nation turns as txf(;:-om.memmly and resistl as the
waters of its great river flow to the Gulf,

Already in every part of the world the commercial supremacy
of the United States is being recognized, and every effort which
is made on the part of the National Government to increase its
commerce without artificial means tends toward the well-being
of the entire people. The building of canals—the Panama Canal,
the Florida Canal, improving the Harlem Ship Canal and the
Bronx Kills Canal, the Newtown Creek and Flushing Bay Canal,
the construction of a canal south of Cape Cod, of a canal connect-
ing the waters of the Delaware River with the Chesapeake Bay,
the improvement and extension of all our great inland water-
ways—means much to our people in that they act as a check on
the %}'eed of corporate interests in railways, lessen the cost of
freight, and be of great and lasting benefit.

Signs of the times indicate that this nation is about to play a
part which it has never taken before in the life of the people of
the entire world, and thatits usefulness will be greater and greater.
Every effort tending toward furthering the interests of the people
will increase the power of the nation.” Through its commerce,
not by force of arms, there will be carried to the nations of the
world a message of liberty and freedom that will prove an incen-
tive toward a higher and better world life. Our flag will then
represent in government what the cross of Christ represents in
religion—all that is highest and noblest and best. [Applause.]

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, does any gen-
tleman on that side desire to consume any time now?

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMEXN-
wAY] has consumed all of his time. !

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I yield such time as re-
mains to this side to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER].
I believe it is fourteen minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr.
BAgkER] is recognized for fonrteen minutes,

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago, on one of the
three occasions when gentlemen from the great State of Ohio an-
nihilated the present speaker, in response to the second of those
speeches, that of Judge GOEBEL, of Cincinnati, I made an im-
promptu statement, because my reply to the gentleman’s remarks
was offhand and entirely unpremeditated. Isaid thenthat inthe
city of Cincinnati, governed by George B. Cox, that impeccable
gentleman who has been so highly extolled three times upon this
floor during the last few weeks, that in that city and under his
administration—because he is the real mayor despite all the lauda-
tion on this floor of Mr. Fleischmann—that there were sixty-four
men registered from one room in which sixty-four men could not
stand erect.

It appears that I have overstated the case,and as I have no de-
sire to place the matter in any other light than is warranted by
the facts, because we are always told when these charges are
made that it is an attack upon the fair fame of Cincinnati, You
never must say anything about corruption; you never must say
anything abont wrong; you never must say anything about mis-
government; you must not discuss the question of illegal or
fraudulent registration, because if you do the fair fame of that
city has been attacked.

t appears from the statement thatThold in my hand that so far
from sixty-four men being registered from 13 Gano alley, as I then
said, there were forty-five men registered on the first registration
day in last October. Investigation reveals the fact that 13 Gano
alley consists of two rooms, one 14 feet square and the other some-
what smaller. The only pieces of furniture in these two rooms
were two chairs without any backs and an old cannon stove. So
that even under the correction of the statement made here, it is

probable it was true when I said it was not possible for sixty-four
men to stand erect in that room,

Now, Mr, Chairman, I have no desire to take up the time of
the House, It is of no interest, I am sure, to my Republican
friends, for they will ignore it; but Ishall ask unanimous consent
to insert as a part of my remarks a letter from Mr, Benton S,
penheimer, of that city, a statement by him about the illegal regis-

73 | tering in Cincinnati and the great difficulty that has been placed

in the way of the men who attempted to purge the registration
lists by the boards of election in Cincinnati, composed of Repub-
licans and so-called Democrats.

I also ask permission to insert two speeches delivered by the
gentleman from Cincinnati [Mr. GoEBEL], one on the 12th of Oc-
tober, 1807, and the other on May 29, 1899, in which in as scath-
ing language as any man could use he denounced George B. Cox,
then, as now, the boss of the Republican city of Cincinnati.

I also wish to incorporate in my remarks part of an article
which appeared in Frank Leslie’s Monthly, written by a gentle-
man who is well known here as a correspondent of one of the
Cincinnati papers, in which he describes in very lucid language
the power of this private gentleman, George B. Cox, who rules
the city of Cincinnati, For illustration: He asked him a question
on one occasion as to what reason he ascribed his success. He
replied: I use my own judgment as to the class of candidates
most ac ble to the people.”

George B. Cox thus asserts that he determines who shall be
candidates upon the Republican ticket in the city of Cincinnati.
A little later on a State convention is held, and from this report,
among other officers, candidates for attorney-general were to be
nominated. Mr. Daugherty was tobe a candidate, and this gentle-
man says to Mr. Cox, *“ How many votes are you going to give to
Daungherty?”” *‘‘Not any,” says Mr. Cox in a gruff voice. The
gentleman says he protested against that and told Mr. Cox,
* Daugherty and I are friends and I wanted to have a vote cast
for him.” Amnother gentleman said he was in the same condi-
tion of mind. Mr. Cox then said, ** I will give him eight votes.”
This governor of the city of Cincinnati to these assembled gen-
tlemen said, **I will give him eight votes.” Without consulting
any of the members, without consulting any of the men who had
sﬁ.ata 1ill:l that convention from Cincinnati, he gave eight votes to

augherty.

A gentleman, Mr. Bellamy Storer, was once a Member of this
House. He desired to be renominated by the Republican party
and Mr. Cox’s statement as to this is also given. He was asked
this question: ““ Why did you turn out Mr. Bellamy Storer?*
** Bellamy Storer served two terms,” says Mr. Cox. ‘*‘After his -
first campaign he gave me no credit whatever for his nomination.”

Then he gives some details unnecessary to repeat. He then
says Mr. Storer came to him and explained, and he told Storer,
‘* No matter what differences there are between you and me. it is
the custom to give a Congressman a second term and I shall not
de%art from that custom.”

hat’s George B. Cox, the boss of the Republican party, the
party that boasts of being the party of Abraham Lincoln. All
right. Mr. Storer goesaway. Mr. Cox complained that he (Storer)
had presided over the State convention, but did not come to see
him (Cox). Mr. Storer’s friends saw him before the convention
and told him it was all right—he would be nominated. He took
the advice of those friends and did not again call npon Cox, show-
ing, as Cox says, ‘‘ that he was willing to ignore me.”” What did
George B. Cox do? He then sent to Charles P. Taft and asked
him to accept the nomination, and next day he was nominated by
acclamation. That is the act of the real governor of the great
Republican city of Cincinnati.

Mr. Chairman, I ask ission to insert these in the RECORD,

Mr. PALMER. I object.

The . The gentleman from New York asks unan-
imous consent toinsert thematter named in the Recorp, Isthere
objection?

Mr. PALMER. I object.

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I give notice right here and now
that hereafter there will be no unanimous consents for extension
of remarks in the REcorDp. [Applause.]

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. r. Chairman, I raise the poinf
of order against the objection that the gentleman did not object
by rising in his seat.

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman insists on that point of
order the Chair will have to sustain it. The gentleman did not
rise and address the Chair,

Mr, BAKER. Is my time used up, Mr. Chairman?

The CHATIRMAN. The time has not expired. The gentleman
has seven minutes remaining. The Chair willagain put the request
of the gentleman from New York. The gentleman from New York
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp by
inserting the matter to which he has referred. 1Is thereobjection?

Mr. PALMER. I object.
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects.

Mr, WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Lamar] neglected before he sat down
to ask permission to extend his remarks in the REcorp, I wish
to ask unanimous consent that he may have that leave.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks nnan-
imous consent that the gentleman from Missouri may have leave
to extend his remarks in the REcorp. Is there objection?

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to ask that tgelgmission for all gen-
tlemen who have addressed the House on this bill.

Mr, HEMENWAY. Within what time?

Mr. LIVINGSTON,. About five days.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from
Georgia that it is nof the rule to grant general leave to those who
have addressed the House to extend their remarksin the RECORD.
The rule is to recognize individual requests.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 1 beg to say that it has begn done ever
since I have been in the Housa—for twelve or fourteen years.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman
that that is never done in Committee of the Whole.

Mr, LIVINGSTON. Very well; I withdraw the request.

The CHAIRMAN. As a matter of fact, under the rule it is
questionable whether the Committee of the Whole has power to
grant unanimous consent for extensions by individual Members.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I now renew my r:g;;est.

The CHATRMAN. Thegentleman from Mississippi unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. LaMar] be
permitied to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there objec-
tion? [Afterapause.] The Chair hearsnone,anditissoordered,

Mr. BAEER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to ask, as a parlia-
mentary inquiry, whether it will be in order for me to move that
I may be allowed to extend my remarks in the RECORD, so as to
include a portion of the article I have not read?

The CHAIRMAN., Inanswer tothegentleman from New York
the Chair will state that it will not be in order for him to move
that he be permitted to extend his remarks in the RECORD, as
requested.

Mr. BAKER. Then I ask nnanimous consent that I be per-
mitted to extend my remarks in the RECORD.

Mr. PALMER. My objection was to putting in two ches
made by somebodg orother and a magazinearticle. Thatiswhat
I objected to. I did not object to the gentleman extending his
own remarks in the RECORD,

The CHAIRMAN. The request for unanimous consent has
been made before the committee twice, and objection has been

made.

Mr. BAKER. I have nodesire to incorporate this article in my
remarks, but simply to in rate two paragraphs which I did
not inflict upon the House. tisall, Icommenced the article
abont four-fifths of the way through.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York has yielded
the floor and is not in order unless speaking on some other subject.

Mr. HEMENWAY,. Imove that the committee do now rise.

The CHATIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana moves that
the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker having resumed
the chair, Mr, TAWNEY, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union, reported that the committee had
had under consideration the bill H. R. 10954, the urgent deficiency
bill, and had come to no resolution thereon.

SENATE BILLS REFERRED,

Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro-
priate committees as indicated below: .

S. 61. An act for the relief of M. E. Saville—to the Committee
on Claims.

S. 56. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of Na-
poleon B. Giddings—to the Committes on War Claims.

S. 619. An act making appropriation for completing the con-
struction of the road to the national cemetery near Pensacola,
Fla.—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

S.468. An act for the relief of the widow and children of the late
Joseph W. Etheridge and the widow of the late John M. Richard-
son—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

S. R. 21, Joint resolution anthorizing the purchase of a marble
bust of General Lafayette, executed by David D’Angers—to the
Committee on the Library.

S. 2262. An act to provide for the removal or destrnction of
derelicts—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

S. R. 20. Joint resolutionauthorizing the selection of a site and
the erection of a pedestal for a bronze statue in Washington,
D. C., in honor of the late Henry Wadsworth Longfellow—to the
Committee on the Library.

S. 2697. An act to amend an act anthorizing the Secretary of
‘War to cause to be erected monuments and markers on the bat-

tleficld of Gettysburg, Pa., to commemorate the valorous deeds
of certain regiments and batteries of the United States Army—
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

S. 2696, An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the

to pay John F. Weston the sum of $241.60, etc.—to the
Committee on Claims,

S. 2692. An act to establish a life-savinngtation at Nome,
Alaska—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

S. 2465. An act fo revive and amend an act entitled **An act to
authorize the Montgomery and Autauga Bridge Company to con-
struct a bridge across the Alabama River near the city of Mont-
gomery, Ala.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Comimerce.

S. 2114, An act to fix the rank of certain officers in the Army—
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

S.1741. An act for the relief of the county of White Pine,
State of Nevada—to the Committee on Claims.

S. 1634, An act for the erection of a statue to the memory of
Gen. James Miller at Peterboro, N. H.—to the Committee on
the Library.

8. 921, An act granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres
of land to aid in the continunation, enlargement, and maintenance
of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home—to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

S. 903. An act providing for the purchase of metal and the
coinage of minor coins, and the distribution and redemption of
said coins—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.

5.792. Anact toaid in the erection of a monument or memorial
at Point Pleasant, W. Va., to commemorate the battle of the Revo-
lntion fought at that point between the colonial troops and In-
dians October 10, 1774—to the Committee on the Library.

S. 421. Anact for the relief of W. J. Kountz—to the Committes
on Claims,

8. 872. An act anthorizing the recorder of the General Land
Office to issue certified copies of patents, records, books, and
papers—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

S. 250. An act granting to the State of Idaho 50,000 acres of
land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance of
the Idaho State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home—to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

5. 146. An act for the relief of Leonard L. Dietrick—to the
Committee on Claims.

S. 126. An act for the relief of Rudolf Herbst—to the Commit-
tee on War Claims.

8.122. An act anthorizing the Secretary of the Interior to re-
store to public entry lands embraced in whole or in part within
segregations for reservoirs—to the Committee on the Public Lands,

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 4115. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph S,

Younﬁ;
H. R. 3472, An act granting an increase of pension to Marcus
E. Amsden; .

H. R. 2091. An act granting an increase of pension to Lydia A,

T(Eping:

. R. 3001. An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus

Converse;

H. R. 5719. An act granting an increase of pension to Forbes

Homiston;

5 I}_‘? 6830. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
. Likes; .
H. R. 4726. An act granting an increase of pension to Samu

B. Brightman;

H. R. 1288, An aet granting an increase of pension to Jason Ste-
vens;
H. R. 907. An act granting an increase of pension to De Witt

C. Parker, alias Clinton J. Parker;

H. R. 1184. An act granting an increase of pension to William

F. Longenhagen:

WH.FR. 990. An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison
. B OX3

H_H. R. 7666. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura F',
ine;

EE;; .‘i?. 8743. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
. Foley:

s I—rId R. 942. An act granting an increase of pension to James F,
ardy;

CaH' ft 957, An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo

ter;
. R. 1517. An act granting an increase of pension to George

WI.{HI%tchison;

. R, 5246. An act granting an increase of pension fo Sebastian

B. Elliott; ¥
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H. R. 7370: -An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew

VOry; 4 1
H. R. 2188. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard
L. Cook;
H. R. 2155.
tedt;
H. R. 3000. An act granting an increase of pension to William

‘H. R. 4035. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward
H. R. 5197. An act granting an increase of pension to William
H. R. 2472. Anact granting an increase of pension to David F.

Lewis;

H. R. 661. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
E. Meckly;

H. ? 2108. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D.
Wright;

H.g R. 3778. An act granting an increase of pension to Juliaetta
Rowling; ;

H. R. 864. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert
Moulton;

H. R. 3%21. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah
Padgett, now Riley:

H. R. 1856. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexan-
der H. Covert;

H. R. 5521, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
S. Clark:

H. R. 8018. An act granting an increase of pension to John A.
Mavity;

H. tB.y 722. An act granting an increase of pension to Zechariah
B. Stuart;

An act granting an increase of pension to Charles

H. R. 6975. An act granting an increase of pension George W. |

Lawson; .

H. R. 2042. An act granting an increase of pension to Alvin B.
Hubbard;

H. R. 2690. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
Kelly;

H.yR. 6441, An act granting an increase of pension o Peter
Fillion;

H. R. 2616. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph
K. Welt:

H. R. 5005. An act granting an increase of pension to Worth-
ington S. Lock;

H. R. 7002, An act granting an increase of pemsion to James
S. Rearden;

H. R. 5177, An act granting an increase of pension to William
H. Clark;

H.R.4319. Anactgranting anincrease of pension toJohn Sexton:

H. R. 930. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
M. Parkison; !

H. R. 6619, An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
R. Little;

H. R. 4200, An act granting an increase of pension to Milton H.
Bweet;

H. R. 1908. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey

D. Barr;

H. R. 5841. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham
Wilson;

H. R. 6932. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey

R. King:
H. R.g 9292. An act in relation to business streets in the District
of Columbia; X ) ;
.H. R. 5359. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine
C. Chase;

H. R. 196. An act granting a pension to Grace E. Carson;

H. R. 2139. An act granting an increase of pension to James
W. Kight; C

H. R. 616. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah S.

er; .

H. R. 895. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret
M. Walker;

H. R. 2424, An act granting a pension to Emma Butler;

H. R. 5464. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis

H. R. 5010. An act granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton;

H. R. 5043. An act granting a pension to William H. Harrison;
PIH. R. 4916. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen M.

ierce; and

H. R. 7849. An act to anthorize the county of Poinsett, in the
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis
River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and State.

The SPEAKER also announced his signature to enrolled bill
of the following title:

8. 2121. An act to amend an act entitled ‘“An act providing for

publig ,printing and binding and distribution of public docu-
ments.”
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States; which was read, re-
ferred to the Committee on the Library, and orderedto be printed:
To the Senate and House of Representatives:

I herewith lay before the Congressa letter from the Polish organizations of
the United Shatgsundme report thereon from Col. Thomas W. 8 super-

intendent of public buildings and grounds. In view of the recommendation

of Colonel Symons, I advise that the velzygtriotic offer of the Polish organi-
zations be accep and that instead o e statue of Pulaski (which, in the
udgment of his Polish compatriots, should be meﬁeﬁhﬁsnstsme, and which
t is now proposed to place in reservation 83, on the north side of Pennsyl-
vania avenue, between Thirteenth and nth streets) there be a pedes-
trian statue of Kosciusko accepted by the Government, to be placed on o:t:ie
I -

of the four cornersof Lafayette square. These four cornerswould thus ul
mately be occupied by statues of i.n.tn.

) dyette. Rochambean, Von Steuben, and
Kosciusko, all of whom in the stormy days which saw the birth of the Repub-
lic rendered servi i

ce which can never be forgotten by our people.
THEODORE ROOSEVELT,
WHITE HoUsE, January 23, 1904,
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS,

By unanimons consent, Mr. WEEMS was given leave to withdraw
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in
the case of William Welsh, Fifty-seventh Congress, no adverse
report having been made thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr,
CusHMAN for three days, on account of important business,

Mr. HEMENWAY, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was
minutes p.m.) the
noon, -

%g'reed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 2
ouse adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu-
n;ﬁaﬁons were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as
follows:

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting a report on the
expenditures of recent appropriations for construction, equipment,
and maintenance of buildings at military posts and stations for
the conduct of post exchange, school, library, amusements, etc.—
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an
estimate of appropriation for a highway bridge across the Po-
tomacd—t.o the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be
printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy
of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy submitting a
revised estimate of appropriation for naval station at Olongapo,
5 I‘.:é—d‘t.o the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be
prin

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy
of a communication from the Civil Service Commission submit-
ting an estimate of appropriation for ta-avelin%eexpenses—to the
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, submitting papers
relating to the claim of the Mitsui Bussan Kaisha, a Japanese
corporgtion—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be
printed.

A letter from the Acting Secvetary of War, transmitting, with
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and
survey of Willamette River opposite Albany, Oreg.—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting, with
inclosures, a recommendation that authority be given to invite the
International Congress of Hygiene and Demography to meet in
Washington in 1909—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and
ordered to be printed,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
‘Ehﬁ Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as

ollows:

Mr, CLAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9648) to amend the first
section of an act providing that the circuit court of "appeals for
the fifth judicial circuit of the United States shall hold at least
one term of said court annually in the city of Montgomery, in the
State of Alabama, approved January 80, 1903, reported the samne
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 608); which
said bill and re were referred to the House Calendar,

Mr, PEARRE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
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was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8335) to amend an act
entitled ‘‘An act to determine the sessions of the circunit and dis-
trict courts of the United States for the eastern district of Wis-
consin,” approved March 31, 1892, chapter 28, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 609); which
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar,

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10142) authorizing the
examination as a witness of the husband or wife of the defendant
in criminal cases, reported the same without amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 610); which said bill and report were
referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9331) to ex-
tend the time for completion of the East Washington Heights
Traction Railroad Company, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 611); which said bill and report
were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the
District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House
(H. R. 2871) to incorporate the Mutual Investment Fire Insurance
Company of the District of Columbia, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 612); which said bill
and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co-
Inmbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10669)
to regulate the issue of licenses for Turkish, Russian, or medi-
cated baths in the District of Columbia, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 613); which said bill
and report were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the
District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House
(H. R. 10417) to prevent cruelty to certain animals in the District
of Columbia, re the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 614); which said bill and report were referred to
the House Calendar.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on the District
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
8686) to amend section 895 of the Code of Law for the District of
Columbia, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 615); which gaid bill and report were referred to
the House Calendar.

Mr. BABCOCEK, from the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10421) to provide for
the removal of snow and ice from the sidewalks of the District of
Columbia, and for other purposes, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 616); which said bill and re-
port were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr, HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 82) to
extend the invitation of Congress to the Interparliamentary Union,
and making an appropriation for the entertainment of its mem-
bers, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re-

ort (No. 619); which said joint resolution and report were re-
t?r{-ed to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
nion.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIT, private bills and resolutions of the
following titles were severally reported from committees, de-
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole
House, as follows:

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 895) granting an
increase of pension to Charles Disbrow, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 607); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on the District
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
4344) for the relief of Vincenzo Gerardi, of Washington, D. C.,
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
61’3 ); which said bill and report were referred to the Privale Cal-
endar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORTALS,

Under clause 2 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials

tf)f ﬁ;he following titles were introduced and severally referred as
OLOWS:

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R, 11270) to provide for the
construction of a dam on the Ohio River at the head of the falls at
Lonisville, and so forth—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R, 11271) to amend section 2513,
Rea‘i;;zd Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 11272) for the erection of a
monumental statue in the city of Washington D. C., to Rear-Ad-
miral John A. Dahlgren—to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 11273) to amend the home-
stead laws as to certain unappropriated lands in Nebraska—to
the Committee on the Public Lands,

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 11274) to establish four per-
manent military camp grounds in the States of Texas, Wisconsin,
Pennsylvania, and California—to the Committee on Military Af-

airs,
-By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 11275) for g}[l)ening Thirteenth

rlstre%t_. and so forth—to the Committee on the District of Co-
umbia,

Also, a bill (H. R. 11276) for opening Fourteenth street—to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 11277) to extend the lien for
mariners’ wages to the masters of vessels—to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R.11278) appropriating $1,200,000 to
the Negro Development and Exposition Company of the United
States of America—to the Committee on Appropriations,

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 11278) to legalize and per-
mit the maintenance of certain dams in and bridges over the St.
Joseph River in the States of Indiana and Michigan—to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 11280) to provide for a survey
of the month of Jordan River where the same empties into the
Bay of St. Louis, in the State of Mississippi—to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 11281) to amend an
act entitled “An act making appropriations for constraction, re-
pair, and preservation of public works on rivers and harbors, and
for other purposes,” approved June 13, 1902—to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors. :

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts (by request): A bill (H.
R. 11282) providing for conditional retirement of employees in
the classified civil service—to the Committee on Reform in the
Civil Service.

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11283) pro-
viding for the erection of a statue of Abraham Lincoln at Wash-
ington, D. C.—to the Committee on the Library.

y Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 11284) to transfer
to the Secretary of the Interior such supervision of the Govern-
ment Hospital for the Insane, Freedmen’s Hospital and Asylnm,
and the Washington Hospital for Foundlings as may have been
conferred upon the of Charities of the District of Columbia
under the act a%proved June 6, 1900, creating such board—to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 11285) t8 define the term
4 r%gmtered nurse”’ and to regnlate the use thereof in the District
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 11286) to prevent the unlawful
wearing of the badge or insignia of the Grand Army of the Re-

ublic or other soldier organizations—to the Committee on the .

istrict of Columbia.

By Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: A bill
(H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic and con-
sular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905—to the
Union Calendar,

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 11288) granting pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors who served in the war of the
rebellion, and their widows—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 11289) to establish a fish-
hatching and fish station in the State of Minnesota—to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. SHIRLEY: A bill (H. R. 11200) to establish a perma-
nent military camp ground in the counties of Bullitt, Meade, and

Hardin, in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on Military _

Affairs,

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Abill (H. R.11291) to regulate the hours
of service and compensation of attendants and nurses at the Goy-
ernment Hospital for the Insane, in the District of Columbia—to
the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. McCDERMOTT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 94) pro-
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SCUDDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 95) directing
the Secretary of War to submit plans and estimates for a break-
water off and to the west of Hortons Point, Long Island Sound,
in the county of Suffolk and State of New York, for establish-
ment at said point of a harbor of refuge for the protection of ship-
pilélg and the promotion of commerce—to the Committee on Rivers
an g
Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 96) directing the Secretary
of War to submit plans and estimates for dredging Greenport
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Harbor and Sterling Basin, all in the county of Suffolk and State
of New York—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors,

By Mr. ACHESON: A jointresolution (H.J.Res. 97) p i
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States granting
to Congress the power to establish uniform laws on the subject
of diverces throughout the United States—to the Committee on
the Judiciary. - /

By Mr. TAYLOR: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 87) di-
recting the Secretary of War to make sm'veiof channel at Mobile
Harbor, Alabama, from its entrance to the head of Spanish River
and submitting an estimate of the cost of obtaining a channel—
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. OTJEN: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 88) ac-
cepting statue of James Marquette and giving thanks to the peo-
ple of Wisconsin therefor—to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A resolution {H. Res. 192) requesting
the Secretary of War to furnish a statement showing whether or
not and to what extent and for what articles any officer or em-
ployee of the War Department, with anthority to enter into any
contract on behalf of the Government of the United States, has
entered into any contract of purchase for any article of whatsoever
nature or kind to be used by the army service, manufactured or
made by contract labor—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 193) requesting the Postmaster-
General to furnish a statement showix(:%whether or not and to
what extent and for what articles any officer or employee of the
Post-Office Department, with authority to enter intoany contract
on behalf of the Government of the United States, has entered
into any contract of purchase for any articles of whatsoever
nature or kind to be used by the Post-Office Department, manufac-
tured or made by contract labor—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads. ;

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 194) requesting
the Attorney-General of the United States to send to the House
for its information a full rt showing, respectively, the dates
when various suits were instituted—to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as
follows:

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 11292) granting a pension to
Mesura A, Graham—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 11203) ting an in-
crease of pension to Frank Fuchs—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, 4

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 11204) granting an increase of
pension to Mary Eaton Livingston—to the Committee on Pen-

B10nS8.
By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R, 11205) granting an in-
crease of pension to James W. Cheney—to the Committee on

» Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 11296) granting a pension
to Henry K. Genschar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 11297) granting an increase of

nsion to Charles H. Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11208) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H, R.11209) granting an in-
erease of pension to Earl B. French—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 11300) granting pensions to
officers and enlisted men of the Eighteenth Battalion and Nine-
teenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry who served t}.urbg
days or more in the Sioux Indian war in 1867, 1868, and 1869, an
for other purposes—to the Committee on Pensions. F

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 11301) granting an increase
of pension to Ellen Caroline Steele—to the Committee on Pensions.

- By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 11302) granting an increase of
pension to Jacob Garner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H, R. 11303) granting an increase of
pension to Robert Balsking—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R.11304) granting an increase of
pension to James Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Alco, a bill (H. R. 11305) granting an increase of pension to John
E. Kingsbury—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11306) granting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam P. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 11307) granting a pension to
W. W. Shock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 11308) granting an in-
crease of pension to Silas T. Overstreet—to the Committee on
Pensions. -

B{iMr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 11309) to grant an honorable-
disc argaeirt:. Jacob Hahn, of the Navy—to the Committee on Mili-

tary Aff:

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 11810) granting a pension to
J oAhIn Ww. Sbmshi'n {eit—tﬁ ﬂﬁ gﬁumlttee on Invalid Pensions.

50, & . B granting a pension to Squire H,

Stuck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, i

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 11812) granting an increase
of pension to Malana W, Brant—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. GAINES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11313) for the
relief of Anna C. Ray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
. By Mr. (_}ILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R.11314) grant-
%\g a pensien to Margaret Flynn—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 11815) granting an increase
of pension to Christian Mott—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

sions.

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 11316) granting an in-
crease of pension to Daniel J. Nennemaker—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 11317) granting a pension to
Samuel M. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R.11318) granting an increase
on pension to Andrew J. McPike—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 11319) granting an increase
of pension to Mary C. Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

gions,

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 11320) for the relief of
Martha E. Conklin—to the Committee on Claims.

E;{mMr. KINKATD: A bill (H. R. 11321) %mntinga pension to
Pauline W. Stuckey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 11322) granting an increase of
pension to John A. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 11323) granting a
pension to Isabella J. Wray—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

sions.

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 11324) granting an in-
crease of pension to Charles Alfred De Arnand—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LORIMER: A hill (H. R. 11325) granting an increase
of pension to Jane 8. Minor—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 11326) removing the charge
of desertion from the military record of Jules Remmlein—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 11827)
%!:mg a pension to Eliza C. Fink—to the Committee on Invalid

s,

(4)
By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 11828) for the relief of
Henry La Croix, of Algona.c, Mich.—to the Committee on Claims,
By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 11329) granting an increase of
pension to George Wineland—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
ons.

si :

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 11330) granting a pension to
William L. Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11331) granting a pension to Peter M,
Jumper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11332) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Theodore S, Gillis—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 11333) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of
Claims to hear and determine the claims of churches, lodges, and
so forth—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R, 11834) for the relief of the
estate of Hugh Davis, deceased, of Fayette County, Tenn.—to
the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr, SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 11335) granting an increase of
pension to John Trader—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 11336) granting an increase of
pension to Samuel R, Hazen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 11337) for the relief
of G. H. Dearen—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 11338) granting an
iltjmrepse of pension to Lewis B. Hook—to the Committee on Invalid

‘ensions,

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 11339) granting an increase

of pension to Vatchel Carman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

sions.
By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 11840) granting a pension
to Eliza Clune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 11841) granting a pen-
sion to John H. Sumner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R.11342) granting an in-

rs
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%reaspof pension to Alfred S. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid
ENS10NS,

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R, 11343) granting an increase of
pension to Matthew S. Priest—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also,a bill (H. R. 11344) granting a pension to Emma Bingham
Pearce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 11345) granting a
pension to Joseph H. Huie—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R, 11346) for the
relief of Mrs. M. O. King—to the Committee on War Claims,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the New York Zoological So-
ciety, praying for national protection for the Calaveras groves of
big trees—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

Also, resolutions of Vennum Post, No. 471, of Milford, Iil., and
L. B. Brown Post, No. 151, of Sheldon, I11., Grand Army of the
Republic. in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, memorial of the Savannah Cotton Exchange, praying for
legislation to enable the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix
freight rates in certain cases—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolution of James Ayer Post, No.
202, Grand Army of the Republie, of Angola, N. Y., in favor of
gle passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolution of the Board of Trade of
Brunswick, Ga., favoring bill H. R. 7637, for deepening the haxr-
bor at Brunswick, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce and Commis-
sioners of Pilotage of Savannah, Ga., protesting against passage
of bill S, 2260—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Also, resolution of the Savannah Cotton Exchange, relative to
enlarging power of Interstate Commerce Commission—to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of the city of Milledge-
ville, Ga., relative to legislation for good roads—to the Committee
on Agriculture,

By Mr. BENNY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 8918, to cor-
rect the military record of John Hunter—to the Committes on
Military Affairs. y

Also, paper to accompany bill granting increase of pension to
Benjamin Manning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BRANTLEY: Petition of the pastors and 46 others, of
Tallapoosa, Ga., in favor of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution of Brunswick (Ga.) Board of Trade. relative
to improvement of inner harbor at Brunswick, Ga.—to the Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors.

Alro, resolution of Brunswick (Ga.) Board of Trade, in favor
of an isthmian canal—to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce.

Also, resolution of mayor and aldermen of the city of Bruns-
wick, Ga., relative to improvement of inner harbor and ocean bar
at Brunswick, Ga.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of residents of Nebraska, against
sale of liquor in Government bnildings and Soldiers’ Homes—to
the Committee on Alcoholic Liguor Traffic.

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Grand Army
of the Republic Post No. 130, Department of Pennsylvania. in favor
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CLARK: Petition of J. W. Hulse and 42 others, of
Wellsville, Mo.. in favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of W. H. Brown and 26 others, of
Bangor; Ernest Brewer and 49 others, of Gladbrook, and Rev,
C. E. Foster and 23 others, of Toledo, all in Iowa, in favor of the
enactment of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of residents of the County of Inyo,
Cal., relative to a trail up Mount Whitney, California—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an inerease of pension
to William P. Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of General Alexander Hays
Post, No. 3, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penn-
sylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DINSMORE: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen-
sion to Mary Begly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. .

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Samuel P,
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DOVENER: Affidavits in snpport of a bill for a pension
for Squire H. Stuck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of John W. Swisher for a special-act pension—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FULLER: Resolutionsof Francis M. Lane Post, No. 247
of Ransom, I11., and Barnes Post, No. 395, of Kingston, Ill., Grand
Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the
OBy e, HAMLIN: Papers to” bl grantin

y Mr. : Papers to accompany a granting a pen-
sion to Samuel M. Coleman—to the Committee on Invalid S::—

sions,

By Mr. HARDWICK: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 4926—
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, resolutions of Board of Trade of Brunswick, Ga.,in sup-
%ﬂ: of bill H. R, 7637—to the Committee on Rivers and Har-

TS,

Also, resolutions of the Cotton Exchange of Savannah, Ga., as
to unjust discriminations in tariff rates between different sec-
tions and localities—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

Also, petition of certain commercial bodies of Savannah, Ga.,
protesting against bill 8. 2260—to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce,

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5998—to the Committes
on Claims.

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of Decorah, Towa, pro-
testing against the of a mls—poat bill—to the Commit-
tee on the Post-Office and Post- :

By Mr. HEDGE: Resolution of McFarland Post, No. 20, Grand
Army of the Republic, of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, in favor of a
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of Joel Wolfe Post, No. 81,
Grand Army of the Republic, of Rushville, Ind., urging passage
(1))1; Hemenway service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid

nsions,

By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolution of Burnside Post, No. 56, Grand
Army of the Republic, Department of Iowa, in favor of a service-
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of Rev. C. E. Pomeroy and 47 others, of Murray,
Iowa, in favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HUFF': Resolution of Colonel Joseph H. Wilson Post,
No. 496, Grand Army of the Republic, ent of Pennsyl-
vania in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of the Negro Development and Expo-
sition Company of the United States, relative to an exhibition of
the achievements of the negroes of this country—to the Commit-
tee on Industrial Arts and Expositions.

By Mr. LINDSAY: Letter of Rev. Lindsay Parker, D. D., of
Brooklyn, N. Y., and others, in favor of bill relative to the rec-
ognition and promotion of army chaplains—to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Resolution of Savannah Cotton Ex-
change, in favor of enlarging the powers of Interstate Commerce
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

By Mr. McCARTHY: Resolution of the Fremont Commercial
Club, of Fremont, Nebr., relative to the reorganization of the
consular system—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. OLMSTED: Resolution of Captain William Tice Post,
No. 471, and Colonel Simmons Post, No. 116, Grand Army of the
Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service-
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of the B. Y. P. U. Society of Downs,
Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill
H. R. 10099, granting a pension to Harrison Cook—to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of William T. Smith and 6 others, of
Lincoln, Va., and Rev. W. H. Ballenger and 43 others. of War-
renton, Va., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of A. L. Randall and
75 members of the Automobile Club of Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor
of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agricul-

ture.

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bill H. R.
10079, granting an increase of pension to Francis Marion Hatter—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 7507, to correct military
record of Daniel F. Tracey—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of citizens of Morton County,
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N. Dak., relative to the division of the Bismarck land district—
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. SPIGHT: PaIﬁars to accompany bill H. R. 10745, for re-
lief of heirs of Mrs. Polly Callahan—to the Committee on War

Claims.

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Papers to accompany bill granting
an increase of pension to Clark Robinson—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. '

By Mr. TIRRELL: Papers to accompany bill granting an in-
w of pension to Silas Soules—to the Committee on Invalid

TS

ons.
By Mr. WEEMS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9289, grant-
%g a pension to Theodore T. Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid
ensions,
By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of B, J, Woofter and 41 others,
of Harrisville, W. Va., in favor of the ge of the Hepburn-
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

SENATE.

FripAY, January 29, 190).

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE.
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro-
ings, when, on request of Mr. LopGE, and by unanimous con-
sant, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Journal will stand ap-

proved, there being no objection.
REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS, -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before.the Senate the an-
nual report of the Commissioner of Patents for the fiscal year
ended December 31, 1903; which was referred to the Committee
on Printing, -

E ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J.
BrownNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were
therenpon signed by the President pro tempore:

A bill (H. R. 196) granting a pension to Grace E. Carson;

A bill (H. R. 227) granting a pension to Margaret Cotter;

A bill (H. R. 616) granting an increase of pension to Sarah S.
Chrysler;

A bill (H. R. 895) granting an increase of pension to Margaret
M. Walker; ;

AB‘;“I (H. R. 1908) granting an increase of pension to Harvey
. Barr;

A bill (H. R. 2139) granting an increase of pension to James
W. Kight;

A bill (H. R. 2424) granting a pension to Emma Butler;

A bill (H. R. 4200) granting an increase of pension to Milton
H. Sweet:
PiA bill (H. R. 4916) granting an increase of pension to Allen M.

erce;

A bill (H. % 5010) granting a pension to Mary F. Hamilton;

A bill (H 5048) granting a pension to William H. Harrison;

A bill (H. R. 5464) granting an increase of pension to Francis
M. Northern;

A bill (H. R. 5559) granting an increase of pension to Josephine
C. Chase:

A bill (H. R.
‘Wilson;

5841) granting an increase of pension to Abraham
. 6932) granting an increase of pension to Harvey

A bill (H. R. 7849) to authorize the county of Poinsett, in the
State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge across the St. Francis
River at or near the town of Marked Tree, in said county and
State;

A bill (H. R. 9292) in relation to business streets in the District
of Columbia; and

A bill (8. 2121) to amend an act entitled “An act providing for
public printing and binding and distribution of public documents.”

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of David A. Russell Post, No.
78, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic,
of Whitman, Mass., and a petition of E, V. Sumner Post, No. 19,
Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, of
Fitehburg, Mass., praying for the enactment of a service-pension
law; which were ref to the Committee on Pensions,

He also presented petitions of the Alden Club, of Franklin; of
the Woman’s Club of Worcester, and of the Woman's Christian
Temperance Union of Dorchester, all in the State of Massachu-
setts, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed
against Hon. REED SM0OT, a Senator from the State of Utah;
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the city council of De-

troit, Mich., pra that an appropriation be made for the con-
struction of a bridge over the Detroit River; which was referred
to the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the national executive
committee of the National German-American Alliance of the
United States and a memorial of sundry German-American citi-
zens of Montgomery County, Ohio, remonstrating against the en-

| actment of leﬁialation to regulate the interstate transportation of

intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

He also presented petitions of the con tion of the Metho-
dist Episcopal Church of Long Lake, N. Y., and of the congrega-
tions of the Methodist Episcopal, Presbyterian, and First Baptist
churches of Vineland, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Methodist
Episcopal Church, o?ethe Epworth League, and of the Woman’s
Christian Temperance Union, all of Blackstone, in the State of
Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation to pre-
vent the nullification of State liquor laws by original packages
and other ** interstate-commerce tricks; which were referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary,

He also presented a petition of Lodge No. 88, Brotherhood of
Railroad Trainmen, of Worcester, Mass,, praying for the passalﬁe
of the so-called Grosvenor anti-injunction and conspiracy bill;
which was referred to the Committee on the Jndiciiu?.

He also presented the memorial of F. H. Gibson, of Wellesley,
Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti-

‘injunction bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary.

He also presented the memorial of F. H. Gibson, of Wellesley,
Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eight-
111;1%1‘; bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and

T.

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Boston,
Mass., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Gloucester, Mass.,
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the destruc-
tion of derelicts in the North Atlantic Ocean; which were referred
to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

He also presented a }Jetition of the Board of Trade of Boston,
Mass., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Gloucester, Mass.,
praying for the establishment of a permanent treaty of arbitration
between the United States and the United Kindom of Great Brit-
ain and Ireland; which were referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

He alsé presented a ?eﬁtion of the Board of Trade of Boston,
Mass., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Gloucester, Mass.,
praying for the enactment of legislation to reorganize the consu-
lar service of the United States; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Boston,
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce,

Healso presented a petition of the Board of Trade of GlouGester,
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to create a com-
mission to consider and recommend legislation for the develop-
ment of the American merchant marine; which was referred to
thé Committee on Commerce,

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association of
Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to place
coal permanently on the free list; which wasreferred to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Moore Murdock, national
commandant of the Dames of 1846, praying for the enactment of
legislation to increase the pensions of veterans of the Mexican
war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented petitions of H. M. Warren Post, No. 12, of
Wakefield; of E. V. Sumner Post, No. 19, of Fitchburg, and of
David A. Russell Post, No. 78, of Whitman, all of the Depart-
ment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State
of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of a service-pension
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented petitions of W. L. Nye and 24 other citizens
of Berkshire County; of the Worcester Woman's Club, of Worces-
ter; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Westfield,
and of the Waltham Woman’s Club, of Waltham, all in the State
of Massachusetts, praying for an investigation of the charges made
and filed against Hon. REED SMooT, a Senator from the State of
Utah: which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections,

He also presented the petition of J. B. Ireland and 10 other citi-
zens of Athol, Mass., and a petition of the Woman’s Christian
Temperance Union of Blackstone, Mass., praying for the enact-
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